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N. J. Federal Bar Urges | 
Immediate Action On 
Judicial Appointments 


aaeenaind Association 
For Magistrates 


Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


Wash. 





August 22 to 28, 1961 Olympia, (ACCN) — 
VOTE: Copies of the opinions listed The Sub- Com ommittee on the| Many states have integrated bars 
below are sent to each county iau Judiciary of the Federal Bar|to which all lawyers must be- 
ibrary. Any member of the bar may Association of New York, New]}long, and which have consider- 
secure @ copy of the opinion in any Connecticut an-|able self-policing powers. Wash- 
ticular case. without charge, by it has sen t the fol- | ington State has pioneered, how- 
wring: i the Chek of the Speen to President John | ever, in setting an integrated 


up 
organization for its 
judges. 





Court, State House Annex, Trenton tac 
ower court 


COUNTY COURT “Dear Mr. President: 


































| 
| Decisions on Criminal Law 
and Procedure 


sixth 
the 


that follows is the 
in a_ series briefly summarizing 
opinions and work of the 
Court during its recent Term. The pre- 
reviewed the highlights 
Term, and decisions 
labor relations, 


The 


article 


ceding articles 
and statistics of the 
on business regulation, 
and taxation. 

There is nothing routine about 
a Term that saw Wolf v. Colorado 
overruled and state Sunday laws 
upheld. 


Searches and Seizures 

Although illegally obtained 
evidence has been inadmissible 
in federal prosecutions for half 
a century, since Weeks v. U. S., 
232 U. S. 383, the states had not 
been compelled to follow this ex- 
clusionary rule. This, despite the 
fact that Wolf v. Colorado, 338 
U.S. 25 (1949) had subjected the 
states to the rule against arbi- 
trary intrusion by the police—the 
essence of the Fourth Amend- 





California Court Would 
Hold Builder On Implied 
Warranty Of Fitness 


Los Angeles (ACCN) — A deci- 
sion was rendered recently in the 
Inglewood Superior Court, a 



















State v. Deckert (Camden Coun- are presently two vacan-| As part general reform 
y, Law Div., +57-60, decided cies on the bench of the U of the state’s min yr court and 
August 25, 1961). States District Court for justice of the peace system en- 
Held that defendant ap- District of New Jersey. In addi-|acted at the last Washington 
pealed from mandato inken it is highly probable that | legislative session, the Washing- 
driving sentence (N. Js 39:4- be “two additional] | ton State Magistrates’ Associa- 
50) must be penalized as a sec- vacancies created within the|tion has bee: stablished, pur- 
yffender of that section al- immediate future. It is prob-|Suant to legislative direction. 
ugh his second off IC- ably unnecessary to advise vou Membership the Association 
‘ed before his cor tlon [for that the judicial business of our |includes all duly elected or ap- 
first He was first arrested District will suffer tremendous- | pointed ana qualified lower court 
for drunken driving on March ly unless the present vacancie ges in Washington. 
drunk d M y unless the present vacancies | jud n W n 
19, 1961, and he was agail are filled without delay, and a .p- | = ase 
anit oad or vi +s same Son bone ate + > vy H H 
res ~ for a same st: point 1ents to the ceiiennians al Eight State Legislatures 
1 Marcn oU. e€ was triec acancies are made as_ soon = 2 ° 
cuca tak “Heat alban i ae | Pass Judicial Reform Bills 
ivicted for first offense on thereafter as possible. 
1 26, and was subsequently ee ear nS) | i 5 
ried for Marcl fFoy -, Our Committee has consider-| The court reorganization 
rieQ I0OL March 30 JILETISE 1Or ed the names of 1 large number 3 me of 
hich he was convicted on Mav ee oe ey. | movement ha gained substan- 
usCil i as 11VAICL fi avid y f nersons. whe Aight > - | » % tat ] icglaturac 
1961. This result is reached 2 persons, who might be quali- | tia) neadw in state legislatures 
3 ‘ nis result 1S reacned | «, tr 1) theca hict judicial | ‘ 
: x fied to fill these high judicial] across the n this year. Leg- 
Hacic on une an 195° » 928 = across UI! ] nls year. 5 
1 basis of wording of 1952, c. 286, no. s. Unlike some Associa- | jcja+ 
mendment - ih Og spe: sul Ss a-!islatures in eight states have 
amendment of R.S. 39:4-50 whi h | ¢; we are net hampered by af 
i we are t hampered by | passed bills providing for im- 
doalata r Bese as. aad vi viUlils 4 
ae d phrase ‘ ‘havi EE M- pyr ions in our By-laws which : : x 
ae Ee ae $3 PIUVISIONS itt UUs y-1aWS WHICN | portant improvements in their 
ed of a previous violation” as prevent us fr m_ submitting the rae : 
d appeared and provided *.......- is v cite ae judicial systems 
1a appear ana provided ames of qué 1lified persons to ? e461 
mply that for a “subsec +”? ; a Six of the court reform mea- 
py Se SS 65D : appointing authority. Ac- ae 
a defendant must. be Pies “eis wv. , | sures involve proposed constitu- 
ee: eae © cordingly, we have the honor to} }. 
oned for a term of three report t, ) you th: at we } 1ve con tional amendment: and there- 
U Pr tnt report to vou at we have con- Se aera 
nths and forfeit his nel: : ai as : 1 _ iPaper fore will have ) be ratified by | | 
sidered the qualifications of the|.,, .4.> ' Spa 
en years. hit sti ia bel pe nd find all tne voters a ePeneral elections. ; 
ner FSONS USte ae fea a In Illinois, Iowa and Nebraska, 
: the proposed onstitutional | 
Legislative News ns for a Judge of the Srp ee “hee 
: ° amendmen provide for im- 
Oe tates District Court. The proved jud : lection and 
ok 11 s2Uve }uUUds 4aa SCLC la 4 As 
Cc ONFIRM. ATIONS S of these persons, all of|;,,,,, ee int : 

4 d Judees and tenure. New York proposes to 
ie Sen ate has confirm d the | ng’ Ay spe sar “| unify the New York City courts | 
Pie a ae en 1 and to improve the minor court | 

uz ric are Sl WSs. = bind ‘ 

Augus 161. rl A ‘ system upstate Consolidation 
be Judge of the Superi An iy T. Augelli of minor court systems also have 
: Morris Pashman, of Pas- Vincent P. Biunno been order red by Slatures in 


to succeed John Anth A. Calandr: Maine, irolina and 





ny 


3 38 





ps vicige Judge William A. Consodine —— i Island has 
be oe the . che ice estab! ec far , rt 
To be Judge of the Ci Judge James A. Coolahan 08) d family court 


ty Court: Louis L. Gol dm I Ale - Feinberg system 


der 
len, to succeed Ben z 
Hor ee ph Fishberg r 
Judge : fi Quantum Meruit Allowed 
For Services Under | 








*k, deceased. 


Judges of the Can 
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local suburban tribunal, which 
may be of great importance to 
building contractors and their 


insurance Carrier If the deci- 
sion stands, it will, mean that 
the builder, when selling a hous 
warrants that it is fit for use a 
la residence. 

By holding that the plaintiffs 
stated a cause of action on an 
implied warranty of this tenor 


the court nec 
its disfavor with 


essarily ‘ 
the doctrine of 


caveat emptor which has _ uni- 
formly precluded recovery under 
similar circumstances through- 


cut the United States. 
Plaintiffs brought suit againsi 


defendants for damages for 























Pig eed. Con ne Pr. at wrongful death, and for property 
A Pas nae "2 pace Enforceable Contract | °2™age. Defendant, a puildii 
: | contractor, constructed and sold 
= A quasi itractual vecoreen plaintiff a home to be used 
or ser ed under a as Peeve ig eye? ee f 
al. 1 Fie OE RRR RE a Se 1intiff, is wife, and their 
B i H unenforceable under | fGen’ 
r f Frauds is proper | — 
a nois devisions and ac- Thereafter, an explosion oc- 
1 0 eminent authorities| curred, causing the death of 
x t ield of contract law. T | plaintiff’ s wife and infant child. 
be - "as the ho 9 of Court | Plaintiff brought suit on behalf 
peals for Third Circui of himself, and as guardian ad 
F a vi Oak, :] 13564, opinion | litem for the surviving children, 
< i a ‘ich, C led Aug. 14. | alleging t a gas pipe in the 
E ouse was negligently manufac- 
Yefore the court | tured and installed. 
‘ ded it had, pur- | The complaint included three 
23 ii to a ‘t with a ; ;}causes of action against the 
be a member of the I renders | builder-seller for breach of im- 
nity Board of Taxation: Mac- t to er enlarge its} plied wa 2 One cause al- 
S. Gol dman of West Orang products|leged that the gas pipes and 
, plu mbing were warranted to be 
» Mie -t,| in good order; a second cause al- 
d a Np: |leged that the entire house was 
ti “i warranted to be in good ord 
South suc 2 th 1e third cause alleged that the 
To be er of sg s a} entire house was warranted fit 
Mortgages for Hudson ani and proper for a special purpose, 
John H. Brandle, of Jersey Cit use as a personal residence 










ucceed John M. Deegan, re . . 
ie ; Five States Legalize 


Corporate Law Firms 





New aie s 








states to 





nf 
Ji 


professi 





5-73, Chapt er 99. 
Gives the Juvenile & D 
we 1s Courts jurisdiction 
2cdoption cases. 

A-60Sca, Chapter 100, 


a benefit upon | 
performs services | 
the request of | 
condly that | 





beneficial to or 


are continuing or 
the other. 


Aug was reported by | 






Permits $2,000 addit The Prentice-Hall Practicing At-| permitting a q ontract ual | 
smpensation above his re torney’s Letter. In five states, |recovery for services “werinuaall 


-/under a contract unenforceable | 
/under a Statute of Frauds has} 
| the approval of both the Illinois 
decisions and such contract law 
authorities as Corbin, Williston 
and the Restatement Contracts. 





laws have been passed permi 
ting professional men, including | 
lawyers, to form professional as- 
sociations or ol nara They 
are Connecticut, Florida, Geor- 
gia, Tennessee and Texas. 


ry for special deputy 

gates in 1st class counties. 
SIR- 9, Chapter JR-8, Aug 

. l. Creates an Advisory dicen - 

ion on the Local Personal Prop- 

erty Tax. 





1) 


) | Warranty 


Defendants demurred to the 
complaint on the ground that 
the Uniform Sales Act, embodied 
in California Civil Code Secs. 
1721-1800, creates an implied 
only for the sale of 
goods, and that a house and al 
things bage affixed 





anently 


thereto are real property and 
not goods “within the meaning 


of the act. 

Plaintiffs argued that a house 
could be “goods” within the 
meaning of the act, and that the 
doctrine of caveat emptor should 
not be invoked against the pur- 
chaser of a house who relies on 
the skill and judgment of the 
builder-seller. 


ment. 


Supreme 





Review of U.S. Supreme Court's Work 


But in Wolf, the Court 
had declined to take the step of 
enforcing this constitutional 
protection by banning the illegal 
evidence. , 

Last Term, the Court took this 
step. Writing for the majority, 
Mr. Justice Clark considered, and 
found wanting, the current val- 
idity of the factual grounds upon 
which Wolf’s non-exclusionary 
rule was based. “The Court in 
Wolf first stated that ‘(t)he con- 
trariety of views of the States’ 
on the adoption of the exclusion- 
ary rule of Weeks was ‘particu- 
larly impressive’ (at p. 29); and, 
in this connection, that it could 
not ‘brush aside the experience 
of States which deem the inci- 
dence of such conduct by the 
police too slight to call for a 
deterrent remedy * * * by over- 
riding the (States’) relevant 
rules of evidence.’ At pp. 31-32. 
While in 1949, prior to the Wolf 
case, almost two-thirds of the 
States were opposed to the use 
of the exclusionary rule, now, 
despiie the Wolf case, more than 
half of those since passing upon 
it, by their own legislative or 
judicial decision, have wholly or 
partly adopted or adhered to the 
Weeks rule. See Elkins v. United 
States, 364 U. S. 206, Appendix, 








pp. 224-232, 28 LW 4567 (1960). 
Significantly, among those now 
following the rule is California 
which, according to its highest 
court, was ‘compelled to reach 
hat conclusion because other 
medi ive completely failed 
to ‘ur ymplianc vit 
nstitutional pro 
People v. Cahan 
445, 282 P.2d 90 
‘onnection witl 
ise, we note that 
basis elaborated in 
port ot! 1ts failure t I 
exclusionary doctrine 12a 
he States was that ‘other means 
f protection’ have _—_ afford- 
ed ‘the right to privac 338 US. 
at 30. The experience of Cali- 
fornia that such other remedies 





thle and futile 
he experienc: 

vious futil- 

Fourt! 


protection of 


y oeen wor 
is buttressed by t 
other States. The 
ity of relegating t 
Amendment to 


STs] 

¢ 
dh 
ob 
he 


41 
LNe 


other nedies has, moreo 
been recognized by this Court 
since Wolf. See Irvine v. Cali- 
fornia, 347 U.S. 128, 137 (1954) 
oo. & @ 


“It therefore, plainly 


that $h rrt ‘e rc ra tir 
na ne factual considera 








supporting the failur 
Wolf Court to include 
clusionary rule wl recog- 
nized the enforceability of t 
igl to priva g S 
in 1949 yv not basica 





ealaw ‘ + +h, P Siteshs motel 
relevant ») tne -oOnstltutional 
consideration, 
analysis, now be d 
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ional in 
permit tl 
12 an empty promsiens 

Mr. Justice Black, who wrote a 
separate concurring opinion, was 
“still not persuaded that the 
Fourt h Amendment, standing 
alone, would be enough to bar 
the introduction into evidence 
against an accused of papers and 
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(Continued from last week) 


Second Day — Morning 
(Est. Time—20 Min.) 
15. Harold Host and Paul Part- 
ner were indicted by the Federal 
grand jury for conspiracy to vio- 





late the federal revenue laws by | 
the operation of a still for the} 


production and sale of “moon- 
shine’. Both pleaded not guilty. 
At their trial in the United States 
District Court the chief witness 
for the government was Tom 


Trap, an agent of the Division of | 


Alcoholic Beverage Control, De- | 


,mit any of Trap’s testimony. 

| The jury found Host guilty and 
| he appealed, asserting as ground 
|for appeal the District Court’s 
| ruling on the offer of proof. De- 
|cide the appeal. 

(Est. Time—40 Min.) 

16. 17. In the criminal trial re- 
|ferred to in Question 15 above, 
|the federal Court jury found 
Paul Partner not guilty. There- 
{after the Essex County grand 
{jury indicted Paul Partner for 
knowingly and unlawfully and 
with evil intent in violation of 


partment of Law and Public | the provisions of N.J. S. 2A:98-1 


Safety, State of New Jersey, who | ‘CONS 


testified that the still was erect- 
ed on Partner’s farm and that 


both Host and Partner partici- | 7 


pated in its operation. 

After the government comple- | 
ted its case Host’s attorney cal- | 
led him to the stand and Host | 
denied that he ever participated | 
in the operation of the still. He | 
then called Tom Trap and sought | 
to establish that Trap had ap- | 
roached Paul Partner and sug- 
gested that Partner and Host go 
in with Trap in the still venture, 
that Trap told Partner he knew 
where a dismantled still could 
be purchased, that Partner and 
Host put up the money for the 
purchase price and that Trap 
actually obtained the still from | 
a federal alcohol-tax agent and 
transported it to Partner’s farm. 
The Court permitted Host’s at- 
torney to make the foregoing of- 
fer of proof, but refused to ad- 
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piracy) from and after Jan- 
uary 15, 1960 conspiring with 
Harold Host, John Doe and Rich- 
ard Roe to violate the provisions 
N.J.S. 33:1-50 by manufac- 
turing and selling alcoholic bev- 
erages in violation of the New 
Jersey Alcoholic Beverage Law. 
The indictment alleged further 
that in pursuance of said con- 
spiracy John Doe and Richard 
Roe erected a still on Blackacre, 
owned by Paul Partner. N.J.S. 
33:1-50 makes manufacturing 
and selling of alcoholic beverages 
in violation of the Alcoholic Bev- 
erage Law a misdemeanor. Har- 
old Host, although named as a 
co-conspirator was not indicted. 

At the jury trial on the indict- 
ment in the Essex County Court 
offers of evidence were made as 
set forth below. 

As to each item of evidence 
State with reasons whether or 
not it is admissible. As to any 
item deemed not admissible state 
whether or not, if a proper foun- 
dation were laid, which you 
should describe, it could be made 
admissible, when offered, or at 
some other point in the trial. 

1. By the state on its case, the 
testimony of Sam Stern, an as- 
sistant United States attorney, 
that in a conversation during the 
course of pretrial preparation for 
the federal court trial, Perry Ma- 
son, Partner’s attorney, conced- 
ed to him that Partner was the 
owner of Blackacre. 

2. By the state on its case, the 
testimony of a federal alcohol 


|co, a purchase order from Har- 


old Host to the Plumbing Supply 
Co. for 300 feet of copper tubing 
to be delivered to Blackacre and 
an invoice to Host for the pur- 
chase price of the copper tubing. 
4. By the state on its case, tes- 
timony of Sam Stern that at the 
trial in the federal court Host 
testified that while visiting Part- 
ner at Blackacre he had seen a 
still on the premises. 
5. By the state on its case, a 
certified copy of a judgment of 
conviction of Partner in 1935 in| 
the federal court for operating 
a still. 
6. By Partner on his case, tes- 
timony of a newspaper reporter 
that after Partner’s acquittal in 
the federal court Sam Stern said 


“That was a miscarriage of jus- 
tice. I’ll get that bum Partner if 


it’s the last thing I de.” 

7. By Partner on his case, the 
testimony of the Director of the 
Division of Alcoholic Beverage 
Control, Department of Law and 
Public Safety, that he had ex- 
amined the records of the Divi- 
sion kept under his supervisions, 
and that in the years that 
Partner has had a retail distri- 
bution license there has never 
been a charge of violation of any 
kind made against him. 

8. By the State in rebuttal, af- 
ter Partner took the stand and 
testified on his case, the testi- 
mony of Joe Black that in 1934 
he and Partner operated a still, 
for which they were arrested in 
1935. 

9. By the state on rebuttal, tes- 
timony of Partner’s next door 
neighbor that Partner has the 
reputation in his neighborhood 
of being a braggart and a liar. 
10. By the state on rebuttal, 
testimony by Telford Tell that in 
September, 1959 George Grant, 
now deceased, told him that the 
deed made by Partner to Grant 
in August 1959 was intended not 
to divest Partner of title, but to 
conceal Partner’s ownership of 


Blackacre. 


ten 


(Est. Time—20 Min.) 
18. The trial of the indictment 
of Peter Partner described in 


Question No. 16 resulted in a ver- 
dict of guilty on June 15, 1961 
and Partner was given a maxi- 
mum jail sentence June 30, 


on 


you take, in order to obtain a 


default judgment against Frosty. 


(b) Assuming a default judg- 
ment for a total of $20,000 were 
entered against Frosty Develop- 
ers, Inc. and assuming you 
learned that Frosty Developers, 
Inc.’s plant, inventory and bank 
accounts were all in Fairbanks, 
but that Frosty had recently sold 
$5,000.00 worth of goods to New- 
ark Supply Co., a New Jersey 
Corporation, for which it had not 
yet been paid, what steps would 
you take and what papers would 
you prepare to collect on the 
judgment? 

(c) Assuming no other assets 
of Frosty Developers, Inc., can 
be found outside Alaska, what 
further step would you take to 
collect on the judgment? 

(d) Assuming that a New Jer- 
sey attorney is consulted by 
Frosty Developers, Inc. for the 
first time after a judgment has 
been entered against it, what 
steps should the attorney take, 
and what factual and legal con- 
tentions should he make, in order 
to have Frosty relieved of the 
judgment? 

(Est. Time—20 Min.) 

20. The directors of Essex 
Realty Co. executed an agree- 
ment whereby Union would be 
merged into Essex, each share- 
holder of Union receiving two 
shares of Essex for each share of 


Union. Each corporation called a} 


stockholders meeting on due no- 
tice to approve the merger, set- 
ting forth in the notice the pro- 
visions of the merger agreement 
and a balance sheet of each cor- 


Qt} + he Ininr ret] | ~ ° 
poration. At the Union meeting,| worth of $125,000. There is 
of the | 
of | 
1961 | 


held on May 15, 1961, 70% 
stockholders voted in favor 
the merger. On May 16, 
Chester Gilbert, a holder of one 


Share of stock of Union, com- 
menced suit in the Superior 


Court, Chancery Division against 
Essex and Union to enjoin the 
merger. The complaint alleged he 
was suing for himself and for all 
shareholders similarly 
that the directors of Union 
all substantial shareholders 
Essex, that notice of 

Jnion 
inaccurate that the balance 
sheet of Union carried as an asset 
land of Union at cost, whereas 


were 





the 


in 








situated, | 





plaint were served on both cor. 
porations Chester Gilbert offereg 
to settle the case by selling hi; 
stock to Michael Merge, a di- 
rector of Essex for $10,000 ang 
filing a voluntary dismissal o; 
his complaint. The directors 0; 
both corporations believe thi 


settlement is advantageous 
Merge believes the purchas; 
rice represents more than the 
stock is worth, but he is willing 


to pay a premium to avoid 1iti- 
gation, which will cost a lot more 
than the premium he is paying 
for Gilbert’s stock. There 2 
titanium deposit on Union’s land 

Representing Essex and Merg 
would you advise them to accep 
Gilbert’s offer and proceed with 
the merger? 

(Est. Time—20 Min.) 

21. Jones and Smith operated ; 
mercantile business as equa 
partners. On May 1, 1961 Ted Tor: 
recovered a judgment of $250,900 
against Smith a negligenc: 
action in the Superior Court 
New Jersey. Smith was not in- 
sured. On May 5, 1961 the Sheriff 
of Essex County made a y 
under a writ of execution on ‘th: 
tangible personal property of the 
partnership in its place of busi- 
ness in Newark. That same day 
following the levy, Smith filed a 
voluntary petition in bankrup: 
the United States Dist: 
Court for the District of Nex 
Jersey. On May 5, 1961 Smith had 
no assets other than his inter 
in the partnership. On that d 
partnership capital, contributed 
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iy 
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iY 
aa 


equally, was $50,000, and 
partnership had _ undistributed 


profits of $75.000, or a total 
formal partnership agreemen: 
Jones consults you, indicating 
his desire to continue the busi- 
ness. Advise him whether t 
he will be able to do so, 
how. 
OPTIONAL QUESTION 
(Answer either one of 
optional questions. 30 minut 
for both optionals.) 


or ! 
an 
SO, 


Ss 





Gadgets, Inc., a manufacture: 
household gadgets, 
about to market a patented de- 
vice, an electric shrimp cle: 
through ale distribu: 


and retail appliance dealers 








wnoie 








resale to the public. The manage- 








. +» || tax-agent that in February, 1960] 4c SKE thaininnermiaionS 
Transactions may be handled by mail | Tom Trap and another man who a = oS ae ie on because a valuable titanium de-| oo asco that in their iu 
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| Still, and that while the uniden- | 4}) rulings on evidence, and pro-|that the directors of both cor-| 1s oog cist item. and that it 
MOHAWK | tified man was loading the still | yer exception taken to the Court’s porations were aware of this de- noeee ey acai if it ey patie 
ee ent posit, and that the exchange of| 1. discount houses. They int 


one share of Union for two shares 
of Essex was grossly unfair to the 
stockholders of Union. 

After the summons and com- 


/brought me into this deal to set Representing Partner you con- 
up the still and get it operating.” | tend the indictment and 

3. By the state on its case, after | tria) put the defendant in double 
due authentication by an emM-|jeonardy, that there were incor- 
iployee of the Plumbing Supply | rect rulings on evidence, that the 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. to spend many thousands of dol- 
40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. lars on national advertising 
Mitchell 3-0260 


Philip Klein, President 
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~ ——$———— —_————————— ame, | COUrt's charge was erroneous, 
—~ s ° e ]| that the verdict was against the — 
Financial Printers weight of the evidence and that RE: Your Telephone Listing 
| : F the verdict was the result of in the Bar Directory ei 
| SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents passion, prejudice or mistake. 
| required for filing and registration with the What steps, within what time If your telephone number has been changed to 


periods, would you take to keep 
Partner out of jail or to shorten | 
his sentence? 

(Est. Time—30 Min.) 

19. On April 25, 1961 Jersey Ma- 
chinery Co., a New Jersey Cor- } 
poration filed the Superior | 
Court, Law Division, a complaint | 
in two counts against Frosty De- | 
velopers, Inc., an Alas} 


Securities and Exchange Commission 
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in 
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New Jersey Law Journal 
P.O. Box 50, 

Newark 1, N. J. 


skan Cor- 
poration having no registered a- 
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ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 


copy of the summons and com- 
plaint by registered mail addres- 
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in Fairbanks. To date no answer 
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1 cor Attorneys’ Exam have a cattle farm in New Jersey,;on the same day as they were/day period, the board shall hold 
ffereg Ake a prosperous electronic business, | dated in the proper county clerk’s|a public hearing thereon. The 
1Z his (Continued from page 2) | the State, moved to dismiss the and a large block of General]o in New Jersey. statute also provides for an ap- 
a di seu ; | complaint and the cross claim | Motors shares which they have (1) argain and Sale deed|peal, by trial de novo, from any 
0 and hopes of developing a market for for lack of jurisdiction of the | owned since 1935, all or any part| dated February 23, 1910, convey-| action of the local board to the 
sal of the product as an expensive gift subject matter. Decide the|of which they would be willing to} ing one hundred acres by A to|State Commissioner of Alcoholic 
me gadget. They seek your advice as | motion. use for their stated purpose. They|B, C and D. Beverage Control. 
th to what _ they may take to Second Day—Afternoon would like to carry out their pur-| (2) Mortgage dated February| Under the above statute, the 
760) prev ent discount houses from (Est. Time—20 Min.) pose and to achieve the following | 23, 1910 from B.C and D to Bre-| apc Board of the Borough of 
oh price — on cana resale 22. In 1925, one Alfa owned a|Objectives so far as legally| citing that it isa purchase money | Clay advertised a proposed trans- 
n piece. “i en co gn assures YOU parcel of land fronting on the | Possible: mortgage. fer of a retail store license from 
Filling ant ee ee ectively pre- corner of Main Street and Third] (a) So long as he lived, Father! (3) Undated grant by A to|the Alpha Corporation to the 
1 vents t pA e — of any other Street, Pine, N. J. He subdivided | would like to retain a maximum) Farmer, recorded July 1, 1910,| Beta Corporation. A tenant in the 
mor electric shrimp cleaner. the property into lots numbered | Of control over the gift property,| granting right to pass with| building proposed to be used by 
ayi Advise Handy Gadgets, Inc.| 807 through 812, inclusive, con- at least until the youngest child| wagons and teams to and fro| the Beta Corporation for the con- 
is 2 —_ steps, if any, it may law- secutively from the corner of |is 25 years old; across rear portion of subject | duct of the retail liquor business 
; fully take, under the method of} Third Street. Each of the lots (b) Father would ‘like to be/jand for access to artesian well. duly filed an objection to the 
, ibution it proposes, or any) fronted on Main Street. Along | Sure that the entire gift property| (The well does not show on/transfer. The board scheduled 
“5 r method of distribution you the rear of the lots Alfa created | as well as the income from it will| survey.) and held a public hearing on the 
W may Propose, to prevent price | another lot 5 feet wide, extending | always be available for the care,) (4) petition for probate of last | Objection. At the hearing the ob- 
cutting on the retail resale price| from Third Street, parallel to education, maintenance and sup-| yi) and testament of D. filed|jector offered the testimony of 
f its shrimp cleaner. Main Street, and running to the | port of the children, to pay their September 6, 1951 naming H-1| various witnesses as to the nuis- 
ted 2 O-6. The New Jersey legislature | far line of lot 812. He numbered | €Xpenses of travel abroad, and to| . 44 y-9 as as heirs and S as sur-| ance factors involved, the pre- 
nual passed and the governor signed | this lot 806. His deeds to each of | Provide them with every possible | yiving spouse. vious business record of the Beta 
Ton 2 bill imposing a tax of fifty per lots 807 to 812 included a right- | advantage of college and gradu-| (5)° Bargain and Sale Deed|Corporation, and the financial 
50.000 cent of the gross billings of all|of-way over lot 806 for ingress | ate study which they may desire; | gateq March 10, 1952 conveying |Condition of a number of retail 
tae private hospitals receiving Fed- and egress between Third Street (c) On the other hand, if the the subject twenty-five acres, by liquor stores already in the area. 
ope eral assistance. The law provided | and the rear of the several lots.|Parents are able to take care of! _) ang H-2 and C to B, reciting | Counsel for the Alpha Corpora- 
ia. that the hospital should collect | After Alfa sold out the subdivi- |the needs of the children out Of | «neing part of the same premises|tion and the Beta Corporation 
nerif the tax from the patient and re-/| sion, neither he nor anyone else | their remaining income and re- conveyed by deed (1) above.” sought to cross examine the wit- 
pies mit it to the state. Tom Tax-| paid any of the real estate taxes | Sources, they would prefer that| “ (¢) Bargain and Sale Deed,|nesses for the objector but the 
5 ths payer, a New Jersey resident, | assessed against lot 806. In 1935}the children should not use the! qgateq March 31, 1952, by B| Chairman of the board ruled that 
f th filed a complaint in the United | the municipality having included | gift property or prsapsrie- signed by AB his attorney in fact, | they were not subject to cross ex- 
bei States District Court for the Dis-| and bid in lot 806 in its annual] ‘d) If one of the children dies,| +4’ p Corporation, incorporated | amination. Other witnesses were 
day trict of New Jersey against the | tax sales, foreclosed the tax liens | they would want to be sure that/in pejlaware. heard on behalf of the Alpha 
ys State Treasurer, Mercy Hospita]| and acquired title to the lot. In} his part of the gift would go to} (7) Bargain and Sale Deed|Corporation and the Beta Cor- 
Iptcy and the State of New Jersey, al- | 1940 Batta became the owner of ee Saeeee brothers and] gated March 1, 1960 from P cor- | poration and the hearing was ad- 
str 3 legin 1g that he intended t to enter | lots 811 and 812 in the row, and sisters, —_ poration to Handy Construction journed. After the hearing the 
i. Mercy Hospital, a private hos-/in 1941 bought a deed to the lot] | (f) Father and Mother would|¢p g corporation in New Jersey.|Board requested its counsel to 
hal ital receiving Federal assistance,| from the municipality. In 1940,]like to minimize their income and| ~ what additional information is 
cher treatment, that the antici- while Delta, the owner of lots}estate taxes above all else. required to determine whether| (Continued on page 8, col. 3) 
d pated bill would be in excess of | 809 and 810 was away in the} How would you achieve these! the title is marketable? What 
bee $6,000 and the tax in excess of armed forces, Batta erected a objectives? Outline the provisions] myst be shown by such informa- 
usa $3,000, and that the law was in| fence along the lot line of lot 806}0f the legal instrument or in-|tion to establish marketability? 
Pos: many respects unconstitutional] thus blocking access to Delta’s|struments required, giving your (Est. Ti SERS = 
2 under the 14th amendment to! Property from the rear and in reasons and explanation for each 27. U a jn a R 
: the United States Constitution.| effect denying him the use of} Provision. vised ise a os a 
: The complaint asked for a de-| lot 806. Upon Delta's return from (Est. Time—20 Min.) paowitiog is peer for the i 
Z laratory judgment that the service in 1947 he discovered the 25. Assume that the New Jersey istration a the alcoholic bever 
7 statute Was unconstitutional and | fence. : , Corporation franchise tax is im- ee See ew 
f an injunction agains * W oat remeay would be open to posed upon every domestic and i a a pee A Plant Founded In 1888 
Treasurer an the State n elta: foreign corporation (except those 
a : : ae = ; ie x trol. Assume that the 
efforts to collect the tax. (Est. Time—45 Min.) exempted) “for the privilege of oe peeps s e 
ma Hospi tal fil ed answer 23. 24. Father, a man with a] having or exercising its corporate re sg COMPLETE TITLE SERVICE 
s of the | large annual income and a sub- franchise in this State, or for the “the cutleetnntind and aieror d THROUGHOUT 
nplaint tial accumulated estate, has of doing business, em-| o¢ transfers of licenses for retail 
ng ; the un Sonal - titutionality of e poby “oy Tt ane An- ) Y ing capital OF | package stores from person to | New Jersey, Pennsylvanic 
vere ee : aoc TOE CE ae ie ae eno lperaon and trom place to place Delaware, Mazyland 
ment would drive yu y. Fath her and Mother, as part{¢ice, in this State. And such within the municipality. Such oe ‘ 
ness, to its damag: in|of their estate planning, would] franchise tax shall be in lieu of| transfers shall The witheniaaa Connecticut, 
of ten million dollars, and| like to set as ide some of thefall other St ‘ounty or local wheteve: the Beard finds that it | Rhode Island, 
cing an injunetion against died © sles aphid Ys _ other ch aren verano’ upo ae = would not be inimicable to the | District of Columbia 
5 tion. The Attorney ! boys and for any othe renjintangible per property os ey Oe pis pis 
half of the Treasurer who may be born to them. They | used in business by corporations i apa The statu ¢ also | Louisiana and Floride 
liable to t tion under this act.” she ‘4 eee 
fe eg : provides that the board shall “in- 
‘sow rr pee atc n of wien vestigate applicants ee inspect CHELSEA TITLE and 
une rate Of 2 milli pe 4% oll ar ic c ht + 17 y ”? 
ees a Bec ge : premises sought to be licensed 
oe ee as of net in-|4 proposed transfer is required GUARANTY COMPANY 
. ipo ae a ae ns doing busi to be advertised at least twenty Main Office: 
W E 4 === Ae eles s ep wi ptedghey goes write days before action may be take Boardwalk National Bank 
N Aaah here Ghani mi net worth | thereon and in the event that Building 
and net income to New Jersey for! any person shall file an objection Atlantic City, N. J 
ae purposes Of taxation in the pro-| to the transfer within the twenty : 
is < na ; portion to average of the cor- ee 
from HIGH POINT MONUMENT porate’s percentage of property, | 
ees payroll and within the 
- — ate 
to CAPE MAY LIGHTHOUSE Corporation of Ne 
Jersey, has its aad office od 
| Chi Z is. It maintains a] 
: |} room in a hotel in Ne wack New | 
. It’s a stretch of more than 800,000 files of 2y, ON manent basis for | 
title information accumulated more than conve ing 
ir sale: four sales- 
half a century. men sf of their time 
e — ; : ee ee aeons in New Jersey callin g on poten- | 
ur long experience specializing 1n examining al customer d upon obtain- | , 
New Jersey titles assures you of the best in I yi Date a Investment Assistance 
' : cc e he 
title service. i by shipment 
i F F g d plants in 1 1 
Ci didi vee eins: a ee Attorneys faced with investment 
: ie the cease! problems, for themselves and their 
as i ae | a ee clients, frequently use the Investment 
Bs $ or nia. . ° T : 
— borers Advisory Service of National State 
O | May the taxing statute be con- Teuy 
cone d v - } 
L A R G ES T |stitutionally applied to ABC, Bank of Newark. 
r iInc.? Would it ke any differ- 
TITLE PLANT Reads 7 ‘ ; 
rence if om a Tlino ms a Specific recommendations On Se- 
J o | cOrporatea In 1111n01S 
IN THE STATE | (Est, Time—20 Min.) curity transactions and custodian 
| 26. Assume that you represent service are available for a single, 
the purchaser of a one acre lot 
New JERSEY REALTY TITLE | [22% .c72s.c'cts SE] Moderate Fee. 
Handy Construction Co. a cor-| 
I poration of New Jersey. You have | D VE aT 
r AW been provided with the following * Department of Estates and irusts 
: NSURANCE COMPANY abstract of title, properly de- E BAN K 
y scribing the lot by metes and 
NEWARK bounds. The lot has no buildings | THE NATIONAL STAT 
’ : ees : on it and is part of a twenty-five 
TRENTON e HACKENSACK acre tract which Handy Con- 810 BROAD STREET, NEWARK lI, N. J. 
NEW BRUNSWICK e FREEHOLD struction Co. intends to develop 
; for the construction and sale of “Offices Throughout Essex County” 
0 | 25 custom built dwellings. All of 
the instruments Were recorded 





























. 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, AUGUST 31, 1961 














Page Four 84 N. J. L. J. Index Page 464 
| ' 

7 ai 7 | N. J. State Bar Association Legislative duct the trials of many case 

Neu Jvraey Lam Journal Committee Recommendations ig sig Ret Se 


Established 1878 
State Wide Circulation 





JOSEPH HARRISON, Editor 


ASSOCIATE EDITORS 
George B. Gelman 
Israel B. Greene 
Andrew L. Kaufman 
Hamilton F. Kean 

Dickinson R. Debevoise John F. Lynch George Warren 

Harold H. Fisher William Miller Willard G. Woelper 

Jerome L. Trachtenberg, Managing Editor 





Leon S. Milmed 
William P. Reiss 
Morris M. Schnitzer 
Julius Wildstein 


Vincent P. Biunno 
Alfred C. Clapp 

Charles 3B. Collins 
Marshall Crowley 





Designated by the Supreme Court of New Jersey 
“Official Organ for publication of all Notices by the Courts of New 
Jersey to the Bar of the State with respect to Practice and Procedure”. 
s s os s 


Designated by the United States District Court 
As An Official Newspaper for the Publication of Notices and Orders. 
e s s s 


Designated by the New Jersey State Bar Association _ 
As Official Publication for News and Notices of the Association 





Published every Thursday by the 
NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL PUBLISHING CO. 
240 Mulberry Street, Newark 1, N.J.  Mltchell 2-0075 


Aaron Skinder, Publisher 
One Year - - - $10.00 


Entered as Second Class Matter, January 24, 1934, at the Post Office, 
Newark, N. J., under the Act of March 3, 1879 








Subscription Rate 








THURSDAY, AUGUST 31, 1961 


ELECTRONIC EAVESDROPPING 


The evil of eavesdropping is an old one. In Book IV, Chapter 

13 of his Commentaries, Blackstone defined the offender thus: | 

“Evesdroppers, or such as listen under walls or windows 
or the eaves of a house to hearken after discourse, and there- 
upon to frame slanderous and mischievous tales, are a common 
nuisance and are punishable at the Court-leet; or are indic- 
table at the sessions, and punishable by finding sureties for 
their good behavior.” 

It would seem that the common law offense of evesdropping, 
like that of being a common scold, is still a crime under our laws. 
See O’Regan & Schlosser, New Jersey Criminal Practice and Pro- 
cedure p. 441. 








In ee Mr. Justice Brandeis in his classic dissent in the 
OLMSTEA case (277 U.S. 438), envisioned the danger to the 
right of privacy posed by electronic devices. He said: 


invading 
Discovery 


Subt and more farreaching means of 
privacy have become available to the government. 
and invention have made it possible for the government, by 
means far more effective than stretching upon the rack, to 
obtain disclosure in court of what is whispered in the closet... 

. The progress of science in furnishing the government 
with means of espionage is not likely to stop with wiretapping. 
Ways may some day be developed by which the government, 
without removing papers from secret drawers, can reproduce 
them in court, and by which it will be enabled to expose to a 
jury the most intimate occurrences of the home. Advances in 
the psychic and related sciences may bring means of exploring 
unexpressed beliefs, thought and emotions. ‘That places the 
liberty of every man in the hands of every petty officer, was 
said by James Otis of much lesser intrusions than these. To 
Lord Camden, a far slighter intrusion seemed ‘subversive of 
all the comforts of society.’ Can it be that the Constitution 
affords no protection against such invasion of individual 
security?” 

Mr. Justice Brandeis’ prophecy has come to pass. In the re- 
case of SILVERMAN v. UNITED STATES, 5 L Ed. 2nd 734, 
decided March 6, 1961, defendants were indicted for gambling 
in the United States District Court for the District of Columbia. 
At the trial police officers were permitted to describe incriminating 
conversations engaged in by the defendants at their alleged gam- 
bling establishment, which were overheard by police officers in 
adjoining premises by means of a “spike mike”, an electronic 
listening device consisting of a foot long spike attached to a 
microphone, together with an amplifier, a power pack and ear- 
phones. The officers inserted the spike into the party wall sep- 
arating their observation post from the suspect premises until 
it contacted a heating duct serving the alleged establishments. 
thus converting the entire heating system into a conductor of 
sound. The defendants’ motion to suppress the evidence was de- 
nied. The defendants were found guilty and their convictions 
were affirmed by the Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia. 
On certiorari, the Supreme Court reversed. In an opinion by 
Mr. Justice Stewart, expressing the views of eight members of 
the court, it was held that the use of a “spike mike” without a 
search warrant violated the _— Amendment against unrea- 
sonable searches and seizure 
In reaching its conclusion ae court held that the spike’s con- 
tact with the heating system in defendant's premises was equi- 
valent to an illegal trespass upon the defendant's premises. Dis- 
tinguishing several prior decisions in which motions to suppress 
evidence obtained by electronic means were denied, the Court said: 
“Here, by contrast, the officers overheard the petitioners’ 
conversations only by usurping part of the petitioners’ house 
or office - a heating system which was an integral part of 
the premises occupied by the petitioners, a usurpation that 
was effected without their knowledge and without their 
consent. In these circumstances we need not pause to con- 
sider whether or not there was a technical trespass under 
the local property law relating to party walls. Inherent Fourth 
Amendment rights are not inevitably measurable in terms 
of ancient niceties of tort or real property law.*** | 
The Fourth Amendment, and the personal rights which | 
it secures, have a long history. At the very core stands the} 
right of a man to retreat into his own home and there be 
free from unreasonable governmental intrusion.*** This Court 
has never held that a federal officer may without warrant | 
and without consent physically entrench into a man’s office 
or home, there secretly observe or listen, and relate at the | 
man’s subsequent criminal trial what was seen or heard.”! 
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BULLETIN NO. 3 
To the Members of the Senate 
and General Assembly of New 
Jersey: 
The Committee on Legislation 
of the New Jersey State Bar As- 


sociation respectfully submits 
the following recommendations 
for your consideration: 


SENATE BILLS 

S 186 by Messrs. Waddington & 
Hillery 

May 22, Reported, 2nd reading. 

Amends P.L. 1960 c 179 con- 
permissable exactions 
upon the granting of mortgage 
loans. It regulates time, manner, 
and size of type in notice to be 
given to each party to the agree- 
ment. The bill will assist in 
bringing to the borrower the 
knowledge that he is being call- 
ed upon to pay the exaction as 
a condition of obtaining the 
mortgage loan. Approved. 

ASSEMBLY BILLS 

A 125 by Messrs., Brady, Volpe, 
Hiering, Martin, Rutherford, 
Franklin, Smith & Halpin 

March 27, Lost in Assembly 
and laid over. 

The bill provides that cer- 
tain legal holidays be celebrated 
on stipulated Mondays instead 
the calendar date as now ob- 


served. The proposed dates are 
as follows: 
February, 3rd Monday, as 


Presidents Day, in honor of all 
presidents of the United States, 


May, last Monday as Memorial 
Day, 

August, first Monday as World 
Peace day, 

October, 2nd Monday as Co- 


lumbus Day, 


November, 2nd Monday as Vet- 


erans’ Day. 

The bill is an amendment of 
R.S. 36:1-1. It has no effect on 
other public holidays such as 
New Years Day, Good Friday, 
July 4, Labor Day (Except that 





World-Wide Amnesty — 
Appeal is Launched 
From London 


SWITZERLAND 
(ACCN) — “Appeal For Amnesty 

1961” is the name of a private 
campaign launched from Eng- 
land to mobilize world opinion 
on behalf of individuals impri- 
soned for their beliefs—provided 
they do not advocate violence— 
and to establish an international 
machinery to guarantee free- 
dom of opinion and religion. 

Its title, the Newsletter of the 
International Commission of 
Jurists, published this Swiss 
city, notes, refers to the cen- 
tenary of the events which lib- 
erated the slaves both in the 
United States and in Russia— 
the outbreak of the American 
Civil War and the proclamation 
of Tsar Alexander II freeing the 
serfs. 

Since successful start in 
London on May 28, the Pode is 
rapidly attra international 
attention. It is closely related to 
the work of the International 
Commission Jurists. The ef- 
fect of the Commission’s inter- 
ventions on behalf of those 
Whose liberty has been denied 
in viola of the Rule of Law 
has grow in proportion to 
increasing following among law- 
yers all parts of the world. 

Appeal For Amnesty concen- 
trates on two particular funda- 
mental human rights—freedom 
of opinion and freedom of reli- 
gion. It is believed that support 
for these 
greatest 
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two freedoms unites the 
number of people of 
political beliefs, reli- 
gious faiths and national ori- 
gins the world over. 

The campaign will last until 
Christmas Day, 1961. It is a non- 
denominational international 
movement. Lawyers interested in 
aiding it in their own countries 
may ‘write for informati to 
Appeal For Amnesty—1961, 1, 
Mitre Court Buildings, Temple, 
London, E.C. 4. 
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whenever the first Monday 
September shall be earilier than 
September 5, Labor Day shall be 
observed on the second Monday 
in September) Thanksgiving 
Day and Christmas. 

Any lawyer who has had the 
experience of suspending a trial 
because of the celebration of a 
legal holiday during the middle 
of the week knows the 
inconvenience to himself, his 
witnesses, especially if they have 
come from some distance, the 
jury and the judge. The schedul- 
ing of the appearance of the 
witnesses is made more difficult 
and sometimes expensive. It is 
no doubt more difficult for the 
court to arrange the court cal- 
endar and schedule the days for 
jury trials during a split work 
week. 
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been transferred to them, as ] 
as negligence cases to $3,006 
The slight increase in fees 
be offset by the increase in ser- 
vice and the considerable savin 
of expense in those cases wher 
the attorney provides his 

reporter. his bill is approved 





| A 638 by Messrs. Kraut, Stamler 


Doren & Franklin 
May 31, Reported 2nd readin: 
This bill amends N.J.S. 2A:10-3 

and provides that appeals from 
every summary conviction 
judgment for a contempt 
municipal courts shall be 
to the county 





take 





courts instead 


the Appellate Division of 
Superior Court. 
This would provide a m 


convenient and expedient revier 
in harmony with all other 


|peals from the municipal court 


The Monday olida ay would 
make it a dg uninterrupted 
week-end for relaxation, rest or | 


other activities. When 
day falls upon either a Tuesday 
or Thursday some municipalities 
close their public buildings 
two days and others for only the 
holiday. The bill would result in 
uniformity. 

In any event the law would not 
become effective until both New 
York and Pennsylvania enact 
similar legislation concerning 
Memorial Day. The bill should be 
reconsidered and given favor- 
able action. 


A 594 by Evans & Kordja 

May 31, Passed in assembly; 
May 31, Senate Bus. Affairs Com- 
mittee. 












Permits ‘‘false arrest, false im- 
prisonment, unlé wiul detention 
defamation of character, assault, 
trespass, or ont of civil 
rights”, by merchant or peace 
officer, “for the purpose of in- 
vestigation or questioning as to 
the ownership or possession of 
any merchandise.” 

The bill is clearly unconsti 
tional, to say tl leas is 
not approved. 


A 596 by Messrs. La Morte, Tate, 
Sarone, Bate & Everett 

May 1, Judiciary Commi ittee. 

The bill is intended to clarify 
the present law. Permits a judge 
to allow compensation to court 
assigned counsel in murder cas- 
es, “whether not indict- 
ment was found and whether or 
not the charge was later reduc- 
ed to a charge of a lesser crime, 
or the accused was tried in the 
juvenile and domestic relations 
court as a juvenile delinquent.” 
Approved. 


A 623 by Mr. Kraut 

May l, corel Pub. 
Welf. Committe 

Amends RS. ‘44:7-16 and pro- 
vides that judgments resulting 
from the recording of notices of 
agreements to reimburse and 
certificates of assistance advanc- 
ed should not be subject to any 
limitation of time within which 
action must be taken thereon. 
This bill is not approved. Stat- 
utes pose concern 
inheritance are very 
portant for many reasons. Ther: 
should be a time when the mat- 
ter is at rest. Eventually ‘here 
would be no way of getting rid of 
the lien. 
A 628 by Messrs. Kraut, Mara- 
ziti & Madden 

May 15, second reading 
committee amendment. 

This dill supplements 
2A:18 and permits County 
trict Court judges with the 

roval of the board of chosen 
freeholders to appoint steno- 
graphic reporters for the cou 
at annual salaries betwee 
$6,000.00 and $7,500.00 or at a 
per diem rate of $30.00; or to 
use sound recording devices and 
fix the salaries of operators 
therefor. In any county making 
such provision fees for the 
stitution of each action are in- 
creased by $2.00 other than land- 
lord and tenant and small claims 
actions. 

The district courts now con- 


or an 


Health & 





or re sucn as 
+ 


ime 
im 


Taxes, 





with 


N.J.S. 

Dis- 
al 

OS 


SG 


7, 
ai 


the holi- | 
| by 


for | 


|}more explicit 


Approved. 
A 640 by Mr. Kraut 

May 15, Judiciary Committ 

Any person hunting or Killing 
firearms or bow and 
or the trapping for killing 
wild animal” is made a disord 
ly person. 

The language of the 
broad. If it is int — 
conservation matter, it should he 
and limited to t 
type of animal to be conser 
A 650 by Messrs. Matthews, Weg- 
ner & Beadleston 








31) j 


aii 15 


May 15, Passed in Assem 
May 31, Senate Reported 
reading. 

This bill provides that pers 





1ining 
graph service 


ized use of 


or tele- 
unaut! 
pers 


obts telephone 
by the 


another 


number or credit t — or charsg- 
voke 





ing toa 
suspended num 
or by tampering or ma 
nect with the fac 
equipme of such compa 
all be a disorderly person 

The present law (N.J.S. 2A:170- 


nonexi 





ion 


nt 








sh 


49) applies to a coin box tele- 
phone and does not cover 
acts prohibited by this bill. Th 
bill would be an aid to the pre- 
vention and puni 

fraud in a convenient 





Approved. 
A 682 by Messrs. Doren & Kraut 
May 31, Reported, 2nd reading 


This bill amends N.J.S. 2A:3-12 
to provide that each 3 
judge, upon reappointment after 





Se ? 
With 


Initial term 


serving a full h 
hold office during good behav: 
The county court is a constitu- 
tional court (Art. 6 Sec. 1., Par 
1). The judges “shall be ap- 
pointed in the same manne: 
heretofore provided for Ju 
of the Court of Common Pls 
(Art..6, See. 4, Par: 2). 
The constitution of 


on 1844 
amended (Art. 7, Sec. 


2. 


inferi or court of common 
shall be nominated by the gov- 
ernor, and appointed by hi 

with the advice and consent 
te senate. “They shall h 
their office for five years: 
when appointed to fill vacan 
they shail hold for the unex 
pired term only.” 

The imp! ementing stz 
both constitutions have 
for a five year term. 
(Source PL. 1900 
‘(Amended P.L. 1948 
N.J.S. 2A:3-12 (Revision of 
2, P.L. 1951 c. 344). 

The proposed law 
pear to be clearly unconstitu- 
tional. Any change in the t 
of office must be accompli 
by a constitutional amendm 
A 625 by Messrs. Kraut, Halpin. 
Farrington, Stamler & ane 

May 15, Reported, 2nd Readin 

The Title of this bill vn not 
support all of the atte 
amendments. The stated 
pose of the bill to provi 
appeals from the Juvenile 
Domestic Relations Court in 
tardy proceedings be heard 
the County Court instead of 
Appellate- Division has been 4¢- 
complished by the amendment © 
R.S. 2:2-1. See also RR. 1:2 
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would ap- 
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Attorney General's Opinion 
FORMAL OPINION, 1961 NO. 21 


| 


of Purchase and Property to ex- | 





Dear Mrs. White: ecute the lease on the State’s| 
You have asked my opinion as| behalf. Formal Opinion 1954-No. 
to the constitutional validity of |14; L. 1954, c. 48. The payments 
lease-purchase agr it for} would be drawn out of the gen- 




















the acquisition of off space | eral treasury in accordance with 
for the Division of Employment! an appropriation made by law 
curity in the Dey artment of (State Constitution, Art. VIII, 
abor and Industry. You assert | Sec. 11, para. 1), as provided for 
that the entire cost of such ac-/|in the blanket appropriation of 
quisition would be defray excess Federal funds for the use 


grants from the Federal Govern- | of the State in Section 2 of the 







ment to the State under Ti Appropriations Act, L. 1961, c. 38. 
III of the Social Security A +t | The pre-audit and warrant func- 
42 U.S.C.A. 501 et seq.) See R.S.| tions of the Director of the Di- 


n of Budget 
g would govern 

An inquiry may 
to the significance of 
tion of Federal funds in the debt 


and Account- 
disbursements. 
be raised as 
the exemp- 





43:21-13(a). Vv 
Lease - purchase 
yayable out of funds of 
nstitute a violation of 





~ 
+ 














imitation clause of the State 
Constitution, Art. VIII, Sec. 11, limitation clause of the State 
para. 3. See McCutcheon vy. State Constitution, if it is determined 
Building Authority, 13 N.J. 46 Ot to apply in situations where 
1953). That is the holding of the State is, in a sense, a condu- 
Formal Opinion 1957-N 190, it and the payments are made 
lich I am herewith affirr to it for specified purpose and 
The numerous judicial dec 4s | disbursed for that purpose pur- 
at the State or a governmental] |Suant to a valid appropriation. 















ubdivision may enter Whatever the scope of that ex- 
rm leases without violation of emption, I am satisfied that it 
the debt limitation se are is inapplicable here. The State’s 
t in conflict. A lease-purchase obligation under a_lease-pur- 
greement, at the concl of chase agreement, as lessee, would 
which the State is vested with!continue despite the unavaila- 
is not a long term rental | y of Federal funds in any 

but an installment purchase. Cf.| given year. It is true that the 
McMahon v. City of Bayonne, 10 State might resist payment le- 
N.J. Misc. 12, 15 (Sup. Ct. 1932); gally by raising the defense of 
Viracola v. Long Branch, 1 N.J.| sovereign immunity. Strobel 
Misc. 200 (Sup. Ct. 1923); DeBow Steel Construction Co. v. Stern- 
v. Lakewood Township, 131 N.J.L. er, 125 N.J.L. 622 (Sup. Ct. 1941). 


291 (Sup. Ct. 1944). But the State would bear a moral 





Announcements 
Harold Leder announces the 
removal of his law offices to 111 
Quimby St., Westfield. 


Sheldon A. Siegel will become 
associated, commencing Septem- 
ber 11th, with the firm of Gold- 
berger & Ostro Ww, 1180 Raymond 
Blvd., Newark 


Rudolph V 








James T. Mur ‘etic 
offices at 1 igle St., 
Michael J. Mo 
Eugene J. Mo! 
their law offic 
Lane, Teaneck. 


Maurice I 
nounces 
fice to 426 


has opened 
Englewood. 


Fy 
oO 
nagh 


to 


es 





Praissman an- 
removal of his of- 
Market St., Caden. 
Supreme Court Service Is 
Awesome Responsibility 
Justice Whittaker Says 





obligation and, prope rly, the 
debt limitation clause encom-| 
passes debts which are not en- 
ble by action at law. Me-| 
State Building Au- 


Your inquiry, however, 
ther legal issue. The 
ional Provision — im 1pOs 
debt limitation on the Stat 
specifically exer 





forcea 
Cutcheon vy. 


























is.ature npts 
Fe deral funds. as follows: ; thority, supra. This analysis as- | 
his paragraph shall not be sumes that the lease-purchase | 
onstrued to refer greement would not be sub- 
oney that has been or n to termination because of 
deposited with thi the non-availability of Federal | 
2y the government he — funds. 
United States.” I there — you my] 
The procedure for the pay- opinion that ase-purchase 
t of amounts due under agreement for the piven evs of 
€-purchase agreeme fo! on of Employment Secur- 
acquisition of Division of y office a under the cir- 
Employment Security offic ‘umstances specified in your let 








would fositate a violation 
Art. Vi, Sec. 11, para. 3 ‘of | 


co n 


‘e rules out the applicability 
the foregoing exception to the of 











nstitutional debt ition.; the State Constitution 
The lessee would be the State, Very truly yours, 
with the responsibility resting David D. Furman 
n the Director of the Divisio Attorney General 
nd | 








Speciatists 
APPENDICES AND 


LAW PRINTERS _ »revoices a: | 


BRIEFS ON APPEAL 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. | 


New Jersey Division of 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
TELEPHONE MArket 3-4994 it 


AMES E. FLETC HER, Manager 














New 
s found quickly and surely in 
CORPUS JURIS SECUNDUM 


Your New Jersey Courts cite 


“C, J. 8.” as Authority 


In CORPUS JURIS SECUNDUM, vou get complete 
New Jersey as well as National and Federal coverage 


of all law from the earliest colonial times to date. 


C. J. S. will round out your law library 


better than any other set. 


SONEY & SAGE CO. 


1180 Raymond Boulevard Newark 2, New Jersey 








{Evans Wh 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. bs 


Jersey Law ate 


| bench. 


|much more clo 


“LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 





Associate 











-yY might be decided either 


that tk 


















nteur, remin- 


experiences aS a 





rs before his 
federal 
often-dis- 








sr and pol- 








the Kansas City | 


St. Louis Mc ». (ACCN) — His 
|duties on tl U. S. Supreme 
|Court entail “the most solemn 
quest for light ' that can proceed 
from the broodings of a human 
soul,” Justice Charles | 


ker told the Third | 





| packages similar or substantially 


Alosio has opened | doing any act so as to create an 


|a box and the boxes are there- 


el) and | 
laghan hi lave moved | 


426 Cedar} induce purchasers of defendant’s 





Session of the Assembly of the 
| American Bar Association, meet- | 
ing here Thursday afternoon, 
August 10. 

“The plain fact is,’ Justice 
Whittaker said, ‘that the Consti- | 
tution does not interpret itself, | 
ind simple necessity, as well as 
history and logic, have cast that 
burden upon the Court. Prece- 
| dents for alm st any proposition 
can be found, and questions pre- 
sented are so razor-sharp 





U. S. District Court Dacian 





INJUNCTION — UNLAWFUL ,ment, shade, and ratio of the 
COMPETITION. colors, as well as the design, 


legend and markings, are wholly 
different and not such as to mis- 
lead the purchasers of one to 
believe they were purchasing the 
other. It also appears the same 
three colors are used by a ma- 
pority of the manufacturers of 
such candles in this area. Plain- 
tiff’s candles are white and un- 


Plaintiff seeks a preliminary 
injunction restraining defend- 
t “from selling and distribut- 
ing products of defendant in} 


| similar to those of plaintiff in 
| size, color and design, and from 


Offices at 54 Park Ave., Ruther- | impression upon the public that 
ford. 'defendant’s products are those| scented while defendant’s are 
—— | of plaintiff or have any connec-| yellowish and slightly scented. 
Allen Russ announces the re- | tion whatsoever with plaintiff's Neither candle appears to be 
moval of his law office to 743| product”. superior to the other. Plaintiff's 
Highway 18, East Brunswick. The proofs establish that both annual sales are about $400,000, 
————— | plaintiff and defendant manu-| While defendant is a new com- 
Angelo H. Dalto and Howard| facture and sell at wholesale vo- P@MY gees ton sales gees 
Gran announce the removal of | tive candles for use by the con- ae of as aa a ws 
their law offices to 1516 Park| Sumer in religious devotion. Each | 2¢tween $350 and $500. 
Ave., South Plainfield. | packages the candles twelve to Held: A trade mark by coior 


cannot be acquired. 

There is no misleading simil- 
arity between the boxes of the 
respective parties and the evi- 
dence fails to disclose that de- 
fendant’s use of its box has 
caused or is likely to cause irre- 
parable damage to plaintiff. In 
fact, there is no proof plaintiff 
has sustained or is likely to sus- 
tain any loss, much less any ir- 
reparable damage, from defend- 
ant’s continued use of its boxes. 
There is complete absence of any 
evidence that defendant 
“palming off” its product as that 
of plaintiff and no prooi that 
either product is inferior to the 
other. 

The power to grant a prelim- 
inary injunction is discretionary 
and should be exercised only with 
great caution and in clear cases. 
Such relief is justified only by a 
showing of probable irreparable 
injury during the pendency of 
the action, and the likelihood of 


after placed in cartons contain- 
ing several gross of candles each. 
The cartons of defendant were 
so similar in color and design to 
that of plaintiff as to be mislead- 
ing and confusing and likely to 


cartons of candles to believe they 
were purchasing plaintiff’s pro- 
duct. Defendant has abandoned 
use of these cartons and will be 
enjoined from resuming their 
use. 

The boxes used by each of the 
parties have the colors red, white 
and blue. However, the place- 


Is 





Sudeves Ser Conveniiee 
Sept. 13-15 


The Federal Bar Association 
an association of present and 
past members of the Federal 
Judiciary and of attorneys who 
are or have been in the employ 











of the Federal Government. wi!] | ultimate success on the part of 
| hold its 1961 Annual Convention the applicant therefor, neither 
on Septembs r 13th througn Se p- of which is here established 
tember 15th, at the Mayflower Plaintiff’s motion for prelim- 
Hotel in Washington, D. C. inary injunction is denied 

The theme of the convention Opinion by Wortendyke, 
will be “New Directions In Gov- fijeqd Aug. 18, 1961 in Nationa! 
} ernment Law” and is intended, y. Viscount, Civil No. 586-61. 
to inform members of the Bar of| Harkavy & Lieb for plz rintift 
the legal tre:ds and plans of the! payvidson, Miniutti & Nester for 
new Administration. Sige pro- defendant. 
gram has been arranged so that a 
the various branches of zovern- 
ment will be covered in broad HARRY A. TAYLOR 
outline in general sessions and é 
more detailed development of and Associates 
ir gge topics will be pres- REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 
ented in committee presenta- eg eeata te é 
tions. AND CONSULTANTS 





| way with almo equal support 
of precedent and reason. 

“The Court does not seek its 
problems, but cannot avoid 
decision of those presented. It 
must act, and so it does, accord- 
ing to the oa ind consciences 
of the Justi id their best 
ur idersté anding 1e law’s com- 
mands. 

Quoting President 
Calvin Coolidg Justice Whit- 
taker observed that “it is not 
necessary to prove that the Su- 
preme Court never made a mis- 

ake; but > power is to be 
taken away from them, it is nec- 
essary to prov that those who| 
are to exer juld be likely 
to make f r stakes.’ 


ith tnat | 


Commenting the appelate 
process gener Justice Whit- 
taker said t higher courts out | 
of courtesy pay far too much 
deference to the rulings of trial 
judges. Many of these on ques- } 
tions of law should be examined | 





he declared. 


10Se1y, 





Thank you for your patronage. 
We have moved to a larger studio at 
1112 BROAD STREET 
NEWAR* 2, NEW JERSEY 
Bigelow 3-2288 


SEYMOUR RING 


Commercial Photography 











Member of American Institute of 


Those interested in attending ; 
; : Real Estate Appraisers 


may secure further informaticn 
and registration forms from th 
Federal Bar Ass’n, 1737 H Street. 
N.W., Washington 6, D. C. 


23 South Harrison Street 
East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 














MODERN SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCE 


CIVIL AND CRIMINAL 


By JAmes R. RICHARDSON 
Professor of Law, Univ. of Kentucky 


A fully annotated work on_ present-day 
methods of fact finding, written especially 
for the practicing attorney .. . 


Here — In One Volume — You Get Everything On: 


BALLISTICS ... BLOOD GROUPING ... DERMAL NITRATE TESTS .. . DIAGRAMS 
DRAWINGS . . . DRUNKOMETER ELECTROCARDIOGRAMS 
ELECTRO-ENCEPHALOGRAMS . . . EXPERIMENTS 
FINGERPRINTS ... FIREARMS ... HANDWRITING .. . INTOXICATION TESTS 
. . . LIE DETECTION . . . MAPS AND PLATS .. . MODELS AND CASTS... 
MOTION PICTURES ... NALLINE TEST... NARCOANALYSIS . . . PALMPRINTS 
. . « PARAFFIN TEST .. . PATERNITY .. . PHOTOGRAPHY . . . POLYGRAPHS 
. .. POWDER BURNS .. . PREGNANCY TEST... PSYCHIATRY . . . QUESTIONED 
DOCUMENTS ... RADAR... RECORDINGS . . . SELF-INCRIMINATION .. . 
SPECTOGRAPHIC ANALYSIS . . . SPEED DETECTION .. . STIPULATIONS ... 
TAPE RECORDINGS ... TESTS ... TOXICOLOGY .. . TRUTH SERUM... 
TYPEWRITER IDENTIFICATION . . . WIRE RECORDINGS . . . WIRE TAPPINGS 


X-RAYS... $20.00 
GANN LAW BOOKS 


224 Market Street Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 4-5533 
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Review of Supreme Court's Work 





(Continued from page 1) 


effects seized from him in viola- | 
tion of its commands.” However, 
“reflection on the problem * * * 
in the light of cases coming be- | 
fore the Court since Wolf,” led} 
him “to conclude that when the 


Fourth Amendment’s ban against | 


unreasonable searches and seiz- 
ures 
the 


Fifth Amendment’s 


ation, a constitutional basis em- | 
erges which not only justifies, | 


but actually requires the exclu- | 
sionary rule 

Also separately concurring, Mr. 
Justice Douglas asserted that | 
“once evidence, inadmissible 
a federal court, is admissible in 
state court a ‘double standard’ | 
which leads to ‘working | 
that undercut | 
federal policy and reduce some 
aspects of law enforcement to 
shabby business.” 


a 


exists 
arrangements’ 


The dissenters, Justices 


is considered together with | 
ban | 
against compelled self-incrimin- | 


in | 


|} employing a 
jen 


a rather different philosophy. 
Defendants in a New York state- 
| court criminal trial were not en- 
| titled to a federal district court 
| injunction against the prosecu- 
|tor’s threatened use of wiretap 
|evidence obtained under New 
| York law but in violation of the 
Federal Communications Act. 
(Pugach v. Dollinger, 29 LW 
4247) 

Electronic Eavesdropping 
Nineteen years ago, in Gold- 


| man v. US., 316 U.S. 129, the 
|Supreme Court held that the 


|Fourth Amendment did not bar 
| the use of a detectaphone placed 
| against the wall of an office ad- 
| joining the suspect’s. Last Term, 
however, the Court distinguished 
|—but did not overrule—Goldman, 
and declared that a federal court 
should not admit evidence police 
obtained by a listening device 
spike antenna driv- 
Suspect’s party wall 


into a 


| from an adjoining building and 


Harlan, | 


Frankfurter, and Whittaker, were | 


of the view that “the Wolf rule 
represents sounder constitutional 
doctrine than the new rule which 
now replaces it.” In 
Wolf, the majority has “forgot- 
ten the sense of judicial restraint 
which, with due regard for stare 
decisis, is one element that 
should enter into deciding whe- 


ther a past decision of this 
Court should be overruled.” 
(Mapp v. Ohio, 29 LW 4798) 
Curiously, a few months before 
Mapp was decided, the Court 
handed down a short per curiam 


opinion that seemed to embody 


LEGAL FOR 
TRUST FUNDS 


= 7 
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Annum 


Paid QUARTERLY 


Accounts Insured to $10,000 


HAYES 


SAVINGS and LOAN 
ASSOCIATION 


955 Broad St. Newark 2, N. J. 

















| 


overruling | 


making contact with 
conducting heating duct. Mr. 
Justice Stewart, speaking for the 
Court, pointed out that, in Gold- 
man, there had been no actual 
physical invasion of the prem- 
ises. “Here, by contrast, the of- 


a sound- 


|ficers overheard the petitioners’ 


| distinctions 


conversations only by usurping 
part of the petitioners’ house 
office — a heating system which 
was an integral part of the prem- 
ises occupied by the petitioners, 


or 


a usurpation that was effected 
without their knowledge and 
without their consent. In these 
circumstances we need not pausé 





to consider whether or not there 
was a technical trespass under 
the local property law relating to 
party walls. Inherent Fourt 
Amendment rights are not in- 
evitably measurable in terms of 
ancient niceties of tort or rea 
property law.” 

However, the Court rejected 
the contention that Section 605 
of the Communications Act was 
violated by the use of the spike 
antenna to overhear the suspect’s 
telephone conversations. ‘‘While 
it is true that much of what the 
officers heard consisted of the 
[Suspect’s] share of telephone 
conversations, we cannot say that 
the officers intercepted these 


conversations within the 
ing of the statute.” 

Concurring = separately, 
Justice Douglas would not 
the Fourth Amendment “by 
depending on 
kind of electronic equipment em- 
ployed.” (Silverman v. US., 29 
LW 4249) 

Two additional 
seizure problems 
of. The Court declared that 


mean 


Mr. 
limit 
y nice 


the 


search-and- 
were disposed 


ne 


| Fourth Amendment bars the use, 


iy 
gging 


in a 
cution, 


federal bootle prose- 
of evidence obtained by 








services of the state’s 


any way he can. 


When you draw a will 


... you naturally want it to provide every advantage 
possible under present tax laws: 
requests or you deem it advisable, you will want to 
recommend a suitable executor and trustee. 

In this connection, we will be pleased to put the trust 
largest bank at your disposal. 

Simply telephone MArket 2-5800 and arrange to have 
a Fidelity Union trust officer call at your convenience. 
You will find him experienced, informed... 
pletely willing to cooperate with you and help you in 


FIDELITY UNION 


TRUST COMPANY 
THE BANK THAT’S STRONG FOR YOU! 
Newark, Belleville, East Orange, Irvington 


Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 


and, if your client 


and com- 





| 


| 
| 


| state police and the landlord had | 





| the Con 
| conclude 


| 





entered without a warrant after 
the landlord detected the odor 
of whiskey mash emanating from 
the premises. (Chapman v. US., 
29 LW 4299) 

And, it was held that a federal 
dist court, in the absense of 
any showing that federal pro- 
ceedings had been taken against 
a state-court defendant, had no 
jurisdiction either to enjoin fed- 
eral narcotics agents from testi 
fying at the state prosecution 
concerning evidence uncovered 
when they arrested and searched 


trict 
ric 


the defendant without a war- 
rant, or to enjoin the use of such 
evidence which, the state court 
had found, had been obtained 
through a search incident to a 
awful arrest. (Wilson v. Sch- 
nettler, 29 LW 4232) 


Sunday Laws 


All constitutional attacks on 
state Sunday closing statutes 
were rejected. In four cases, 


Maryland, Massa- 
Pennsylvania re- 
argued that 


by 
and 


had been 


brought 
chusetts, 


tailers, it 


such enactments are laws re- 
specting the establishment of 
religion, interfere with freedom 





of religion, and violate the Four- 
teenth Amendment’s Equal Pro- 














tection Clause. Two of the cases 
inv pained the constitutionality of 

tatutes as applied to Sab- 
batarians. 

‘cording to the Supreme 
Court Sun day laws, although 
riginall religious in nature 
‘an now "be nsidered day-of- 

S Legeeentton “In it of the 
ylutic f Sunday closing laws 
rh "the ‘enturies, and of 

re ) ess recent em- 

S upon secular considera- 


ion as those \ 
the Fede ral] 
The present 






and 


purpose 











‘ffect of most of them is t 

dea rm day of 
all citizens: the fact tha 
day is Sunday, a day of 
lar significanc for the 
ant Christian sects, does not bar 
the state from achieving its sec- 
ular goals. To say that the state 
cannot prescribe Sunday as a 
day of rest for these purposes 
solely because centuries ago such 








ad their 5 in relivion 


cene a 


laws h 








would give a utional in- 
terpretation of hostility to the 
public welfare rather than one 
of mere separati of church 





and State.” 
Moreover, ‘‘the 
Clause does not 
state regulation of conduct 
whose reason or effect merely 
happens to coincide or harmon- 
ize with the tenets of some or 
all religions. In many instances. 
ess or state legislatures 
that the general wel- 
society, wholly apart 
any religious considera- 
demands such regulation.” 


‘Est 
ban 


ablishment’ 
federal or 


rr 
rm 





or 


gr 
fare of 
from 


t1ons, 


Sabbatarians 


On the problems arising from 






the Sun ner closing of Orthodox 
Jewish retailers in Massachus- 
etts and Saammieanse. the Court 
was unable to muster a major- 

ity oO; n. Mr. Chief Justice 

Warren, who announced the} 
judgment of the Court in those} 
two cases, was ined in his 
opinions by Justices Black, Clark, 






and Ww te In their view, 
the applicat of Sunday clos- 
ing laws to Jewish retailers does 
not violate the Fourteenth 


Amendment's religious-freedom 
guarantee, even though they are 
thereby forced either to ange 


>} 
Ci 
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| 


Cilla 


federal officers summoned by/their own Sabbath to Sunday or|seems * * * plain that by the 
|state police to assist in the/to suffer economic disadvantage |laws the States compel one, un- 
|search of a rented home that/resulting from the loss of all|der sanction of law, to refrain 


from work or recreation on Sun 
day because of the majority's 


weekend selling time. The Sun- 
day law simply regulates a secu- 





lar activity and, as applied to] religious views about that day 
[Jewish retailers], operates so Also dissenting, Mr. Justic: 





|}Brennan and Mr. Justice Ste 
art felt the substantia) 
competitive disadvantage imp 
ed on the Jewish retailers 
the effect of a “clog upon 


as to make the practice of their 
religious beliefs more expensive.” | 
A separate concurring opinion 
was filed by Justices Frankfurter 
and Harlan. They said: “These 


th 


+ 
Las L 


statutes do not make criminal,| exercise of religion.” (McGow 
do not place under the onus of|v. Maryland, 29 LW 4488; T 
civil or criminal disability. any|Guys from MHarrison-Allento 
act which is itself prescribed by |Inc. v. McGinley, 29 LW 45 


Crown 
29 LW 4505: 


Gallagher v 
er Marke 


Kosher Si ip- 
Brau i 


the duties of the Jewish or other 


religions. They do create an un- t = 

deniable financial burden upon | feld v. Brown, 29 LW 4512) 

the observers of one of the On the last day of the Term 
ndamental tenets of certain | an additional Pennsylvania Sun- 

religious creeds, a burden which |day law case was disposed 


without opinion by a per curi 


fall equally upon other 
order merely citing McGowan 


observance. This 


not 


of 


does 


forms was 


true of the tax which this Court | Maryland, and Two Guys fr 
held an unconstitutional in- | Harrison-Allentown Inc. v. M 
fringement of the psi exercise | Ginley. (Bargaintown, U.S.A. I: 
of religion in Follett v. Town of v. Whitman, 29 LW 3381) 
McCormick, 321 U.S. 573. But Subversive Activities 
unlike the tax in Follett, the The Supreme Court divided 5-+ 
burden which the Sunday stat- in sustaining the constitution- 
utes impose is an incident of ality of the Smith Act’s member- 
the only feasible means to ship clause and the Subvers 
achievement of their particular Activities Control Act’s regist 


tion requirement. 
Mr. Justice Harlan, writing i 
the the Smith 


goal. And again unlike Follett, 
the measure of the burden is not 


determined by fixed legislat 


yn 


majority in 
rejected arguments 












decree, beyond the power af the case, & 
individual to al Upon per- the membership clause violaté 
sons who earn t} ivelihood by the First Amendment’s free- 
activities not prohibited on Sun- speech and assembly guarant 
day, and upon those whose jobs and the Fifth Amendment’s I 
require onl e-day week, the Proce Clause. He also ! 
burden is not 4 -onsiderable. Like that the Internal Security A 


provision (Sec. 4(f)) that C 
















the customers of Crown Kosher om 
Super Market in the Gallagher ist -organ ization mempber- 
case, they are conve nience d n | 5 411 not constitute a “per 
their shopping. is hardly se” violation of any crimi 
be reg a jury of pre- - statute does not bar a Commu 

















ist rtu 
ponderan ist Party 





The sandien n © 
ompeting with Sun 

ing and -obs erving 

Ss considerably ryreater 





hout 
thi disadv 3 >, 
ture may have conclt 
verity 
industry 
tive of 
More 

mittedly 
of str 





se 








commit 
day's break 
serious 





one. 





talitar 


other 





han is demanded of 






























tk not choose to keep é 

hi h. More would be de- Congress legislat ted immu 

mé nded ‘of him of course. in a from prosecution bce 
State in wh re were no Smith Act’s membership 
Sunday laws and i h his (Scales v. US., 29 LW 4581) 
competitca chose - WC The same majority, this +: 
Guys from Harrison — to do speaking through Mr. Jus? 
business seven days a week. In Frankfurter, rejected the Com- 
view of the importance of the st Party’s argument : 
community interests which must the Subversive Act tivities Cont! 
be weighed in the balance, is the Act's registration requiremen‘ 
disadvantage wrought by the a bill of er, an unreason- 
non-exem}] g Sunday statutes able res of freedor 

an impermissible imposition speech and association an 
upon the Sabbatarian’s religious pairment of right ag 
freedom? Every court which self-incrimination, ndad 


has considered the question dur- of due process. For this conc.u- 


ing a century and a half hascon- sion, the majority found 7 
cluded that it is not. This Court stantial support in an earlier de- 
so concl luded i in Friedman v. New cision, Electric Bond and Shar 
York, 341 U.S. “907. On the basis Co. v. SEC, 303 U.S. 419, upho-c- 
of the criteria for determining ing the 1935 Public Utility H 
constitutionality, as opposed to ing Company Act’s regis 























angi gc amen’ desire regia = ni (Continued on page 7, col 

ter of legislative policy, a con- mies 

trary conclusion cannot be 

reached.” —We Cooperate With Attorneys— 
Mr. Justice Douglas took issue SARASOHN & CO. 

with the Court’s determination FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 

that the blue laws are of a sec- POLICYHOLDER 

ular rather than of a ligi 24 COMMERCE STREET, 

character. As he saw it, the Newark 2, N. J. 


| question is not whether one day MArket 2-4990 
































out of seven can be imposed by 
a state as a day of rest. “The i 
|question is whether a state can Fire Adjustin 
limpose crimi sanctions on SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
| those who, unlike the Christian IRVING M. MINION 
| majority that makes up our soc- ALAN H. —— —" 
liety, worship on a different day Associate justers a 
ICL, WORSE OS 8 te ah rr er es 
jor do not share the religious WaAverly 3-9393-4 
scruples of the majority. * * * It — 
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page 





equirements. 


Subversive 


Board, 29 LW 


I an 


tivities case, 








additional 


(Communist Party 
Control 


Activities 
4623) 

subv 
the pineal 

















S1V 


held 





re 


witness to be impeached, sub- 
ject to discovery under the} 
Jencks Act, 18 U.S.C. 3500. The 
majority based its reversal on 


the district court’s refusal to as- 
certain the nature of the report, 
to summon the agen it on its om n 












| 
| 
| 


Also, the Texas Court of Crim- | 
inal Appeals was told that it 


must accord a hearing on the} 
habeas corpus petition of a| 
young indigent non-capital fel- 
ony defendant who was tried} 


without cou and convicted 





after the court failed to exclude | 
an alleged involuntary written 
confession and allegedly failed 


S consideration 
of a prior conviction 


to limit the jury’ 
of eviden 








for another offense. (Bushnell 
|v. Ellis, 29 LW 4466) 
Appeals 

An analysis of the Federal 


hy Cun taliia ok Chea validat- qe to produce him, and | her 
JES PP as Se a Oe pa asking him to examine the re-| 
nt to produce substantial evi- | ,ort and state whether it repre- | 

ce at the trial that t} sted his statement 
st Party advocates ene eo ee 
wink leaes al (he anvery the IRAJOEIEY, Mr. Justice 
ik nek amen tak. 2 _ asserted that the gov- 
seit Sete en ak deen 3 ernment S primary responsibil- 
ture or prepare for situations Hs oe ane cous SPs pea 
which thoke wilekh be ised hat justice was don rather | 
“Noto v. US. 29 LW 4607) than merely to win the case. He 
sie then pointed out that the gov- 
maaan Investigations ernment had several advantages 
The United States was success-|}over the defense, since it not 
in three of four ca only knew the contents of the 
the contempt agent’s report but also had him 




































































































































unanlmous- 
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MArket 2-4247 





one step further and 
ly held that Fed 


the 


deral Consti- 





cludes as 


tu 
pre 
an regen 


tate from requiring 


con victed prisoner r 








ion fc 


(Smiti h] 


ent to 


an : mnie 
habeas corpus. 
29 LW 4315) 

Later in the Term, the Court, 
by per curiam order, without an 
remanded an Ohio 
criminal case for further con- 
sideration in the light of Smith 
v. Bennett. ‘Bond Green, 29 


O 
state court 
Bennett, 











LW 3346) 
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Equal Protection Clause | 













nal Procedure con- 
that an ap- 


Rules of C 


vinced five Justi 





ces 








peal from federal conviction 
taken within 10 days after the 
entry of an r denying a mo- 
tion in arrest of judgment, which 
motion filed within 10 days 
after en 1f judgment, was 
timely under FRCrP 37(a)(2) 














































; 29] T j yn ite lav > ] sanily 2 : ~ 
ecalcitrant House Un 1- in its employ and could readily | even though the motion was filed 
Committee witnes In |ascertain the facts from him.| within five days after judgment 
se opinions sustaining the Moreover, to allow the witness|but more than five days after 
victions, the Supreme Court | himsel if to inspect the paper cre-| acceptance of a nolo contendere 
ated the “obvious hazard that/plea. Decisive of the issue was 

; oy ¢ ~alf_intaract io} . . - * 
witness’ failure to se ti iis self-interest might defeat}the major determination 
nmittee that he was ible the statutory design of requiring| that the judgment of conviction 
produce subpoenaed records | the government to produce pap- and sentence, not the tender and 
his failure at his ntempt | ers which are” statements’ within | acceptance of a nolo contendere 
to introduce evidence of | tne statute.” : re plea, constituted the “determin- 
inability to produce a, | Justices Frankfurter, Clark.}ation of guil from which 
istified the c Harlan, and Whittaker dissented] FRCrP 34's time limit for mo- 
in existence and 1 part. in "view, the ma-| tion in arrest of judgment is cal- 

trol. (McPhaul v. U jority decision placed the trial] culated. 

3 ig ‘in the position of a volun- issenting, Mr. Justice Clark, 
A Ce ommittee witness’ partic tary de fender for defendants al- joined by Justices Frankfurter, 
t in a camp t ready adequately represented.” | Harlan, and Stewart, stated that 

_* heless. th r in|« + P } } ; 
Cc committee aboli d gave neiess, tney concurre d in}“accep , ich a plea is a 
tance tc l Fi of the case rther | ‘determination ruilt’ and 
mendment , i S to ru today’s decision is not only con- | 
the Conait ttee. wi s nt 01 Ss Tace ees trary to pr es, but is also 
ible grounds ‘for believing | 4lly met he r rea uirem ents of out of tune ith the long ac-| 
im to be an active Communist | S¢@tute (Campbell v. U.S., 29 LW| cepted practice of both federal 
> member. interrogat n/# ; ; and state rt Ott V2 U.S: 
ut Communis yf decided that}29 Lw 
ntitlo fan —)) ro 9c Ta = 
southern ; ntitled fec In Ellis v. U.S., 356 U.S. 674, 26 
«= ie a i : LW 3347, it v held that, under 
f such rat - lon 1915 en Code, 
rized by Congress and had Olly ieee for 
d legj aslative urpose Wil- vi indigent’s 
ma 3 = 9 LW 4201 i. 7 -ant’s good 
dil OY 1er o t } ne f 
He use Un-American Activi- | (¢ Ire ae sci iy 
“Hou : A ; 6 Ciat U.S., 29 LW 241) some evident improper motive 
let S rr - H ne C ah Se gn eg Bee 
witness woingpll orpus os | the applicant 0d faith is es- 
cg mace “A til tablished by the presentation of 
rat the time he sign "feat toe ; plain] 
rging opposition PPRAIOY ease oe igen gered rar eae See 
i1-securit : ae | 2 Per curiam opinion merely cit- 
= Wir : }in llis, he claims (a) 
olate his Fir prosequendum | that refers ety ee 
(Braden ee ne Nat rete! a trial to an 
production of a indigen criminal de- 
\ ined he- . + . oe y 
the case lost by the rn ne te ‘Ndants pa riminal record 
the Court es S -onstituted a reversible error, 
Witness’ co DE- | fey ne llegedly it | a dpe: ere 
of the governmen Tall- its jurisdictioy et sibs e raised by the 
ws the trial to pro tne 99 I T ‘Ww 4067) ) ay + i vee Court es 
inency of the questions pro- |" Two year Customs and Patent Appeals 
. W years ¢ to defendant’sc ‘aakana 
nded to him. (Deut US.,' Ohio 360 U.S judge to defendan trial, wer 

LW 4694) etocea th -* not so “plainly volous” as to 
; _ : he Supreme ljustify the denial of an appea] 
4.80, an equally divided Court state could n TE Ass ht aa et a aa eens 

firmed Ohio conten ey rea : an 4 jfrom his conviction in forma 
1S based on a st require ai i | pauperis. (Lurk v. U.S., 29 LW 

Pa ed eee , minal case t C€ | 4577) 

ute that does n before permitting ; 
ac 222d UUlIIS nN gridit th rey > 
federal prosecut -| motion for leave tc Fe Presi : In a adi 10n ne Supreme 
es testifying bef for 6 ‘ for eave to appeal in one|/ Court, by p ‘uriam orders 
ate ae : its court That decision was i pia US.. remand 
ares erican Activities Commis- : aie eae emand- 

vities Comm S ted 1 upon an earlier hold- tional crin 

(Slagle v. Ohio, 29 LW 4405) fan = Titnais S51 i se ninal 
riffin V Illinois, 351 U.S cases to lower federal] courts for 

Ry ceksd and Inspection t such a defendant was| further + ower federal courts for 

1e Supreme Court divided 5-4 $ teanueeiink. of the | urther proceedings. (Bandy 
r ] } : to a anscript of the 1U.S., 29 LW 3168 King v. Ellis 
eversing a federal district f his n adequat aipesse ; oo ee es ee 
ruling that an FBI of his trial or ana equate €| 29 LW 3154: Simcox v. Madigan, 
tees. ty) eNOS = tra oe substitute therefor, when needed | 29 LW 3366) 
nt’s interview report did not | ¢, prosecute his ap- 
ifv as “cetatament” ¢ 2 Uv 4415 A} 
ify as a “statement fa _ Last Term, the Court went Self-Incrimination 


_ The Court had an opportunity 





ast Term reexamine the rule 
|that the Fifth nendment does 
not ~~ ederal witness 
from answe “questions that 
might ies te him under 
state law Murdock, 284 


4 
im 
1] 
r | 
ry 
| 


}necessary since the 


|Con 





U.S. 141. However, this was un- 
besitos cs 
mmunity 


im- 


trol 
clause, 


ness- 









ercise of state power to the ex- | Eight of the Justices rejected the 


| tent necessary and proper for 
| themes effective exercise of a| 
grante 
based upon the particular grant- 


| government’s 


power, and distinctions | 
|satisfies the rule. 


ed power concerned have no sup- | 


* * x 


port in the Constitution. 
The relevant inquiry here is * * * 
simply whether the legislated 
state immunity is necessary and 
proper to the more effective en- 


ithe defendant m 


| 
| 
| 


forcement of the undoubted pow- | 


er to enact the narcotics laws. 

“It can hardly be questioned 
that Congress had a rational 
basis for supposing that the} 
grant of state, as well as federal, 
immunity would aid in the de- 
tection of violations and hence 
the effective enforcement of the 
narcotics laws.” (Reina v. U:S., 
LW 4063) 

Two Connecticut murder con- 
victions, based upon challenged 
confessions, were upset. In the 
first, Connecticut was told that 
its courts cannot predicate a 
determination of the voluntari- 
ness of a police-extracted con- 
fession merely on a finding that 
the police method used had no 
tendency to produce an untruth- 
ful confession. Writing for a 
unanimous Court, Mr. Justice 
Frankfurter asserted that the 
Fourteenth Amendment bars 
such confessions not 
they ‘are unlikely to be true, 
but because the methods used to 
extract them offend an under- 


| self.” 


contention that 
merely affording a defendant’s 
counsel the opportunity to speak 
“The most 
persuasive counsel may not be 
able to speak for a defendant as 
ight, with halt- 
eloquence, speak for him- 
Mr. Justice Stewart mere- 
ly thought this the sian _ 
tice, ctiv 

Nevertheless, cae 


ing 


on the of 


lthe record before them, Justices 


29 | 
|which was answered by defense 


|single pertinent sentence 


and 
1) 


Frank{iurter, Clark, Harian, 
| Whittaker, held that Rule 32ia 
| was not violated by a federal dis- 
court’s failure to use a de- 

fendant’s name when phrasing 
the presentencing question, “Did 
you want to say something?” 


hat 
trict 


counsel rather than by defend- 
ant. “We do not read the record 
before us to have denied the de- 
fendant the opportunity to which 
Rule 32(a) entitled him. The 
— the 
trial judge’s question ‘Did you 
want to say something?’ — may 
well have been directed to the 
defendant and not to his coun- 


lsel. A record, certainly this rec- 
ord, unlike a play is unaccom- 
|panied with stage directions 
which may tell the significant 


because | 


| clusion 


ithis claim seven years after 


lying principle in the enforce- 
ment of our criminal law: that 
ours is an accusatorial and not 
an inquisitorial system—a _ sys- 
tem in which the state must es- 
tablish guilt by evidence inde- 
pendently and freely secured and 
may not by coercion prove its | 


charge against an accused out o! 
his own mouth.” (Rogers v. Rich- 
mond, 29 LW 4269) 

A second invalidated Connect- 
icut cc ction was based on a 
confession extracted from a 
mental defective after prolonged 
pre-arraignment interrogation 
by police. (Culombe v. Cc 
cut, 29 LW 4842) 

Also held invalid by t 
last Term was Illinois 
der conviction based on the 
of confessions obtained by police 
from a 19-year-old of subnormal] 


NVI 


onn ati 
Ine _ 


Cour 
an mMipr- 


uSé 


intelligence who was detained 
communicado for eight days 


interrogat- 
despite 
hospit- 
29 LW 


and during that time 
ed for prolonged periods 
an illness that required 
alization. (Reck v. Pate, 
4687) 

However, a federal bank- 
bery defendant did not fare as 
well. In a seven-line per cur- 
jam opinion, the Supreme Court 
affirmed a Second Circuit 


roh- 


leci- 


sion that the defendant was not 
entitled to the suppression of a 
pre-arraignment confession elic- 


ited by federal agents during his 
29-hour detention by New York 





police officers who had arrested 
him for the state crime of bank 
robbery. 

To Mr. Justice Douglas, the 
lone dissenter, it was “plain 
that the prolonged detention was 
an “unnecessary delay” within 


the meaning of FRCrP 5fa). 
(Coppola v. U.S., 29 LW 4338) 
Sentence and Judgment 
Also before the Court last 
Term was a case involving the 
scope of FRCrP 32(/a). This Rule, 
which had its genesis in the old 


cast of the eye or the nod of the 
head. It may well be that the 
defendant himself was recog- 
nized and sufficiently apprised of 
his right to speak and chose to 
exercise this right through his 
counsel. Especially is this con- 
warranted by the fact 
defendant has raised 
the 


that the 


defendant has 


loccurrence. The 

failed to meet his burden of 
showing that he was not accord- 
ed the personal right which Rule 


common-law right of allocution, | 


explicitly affords a criminal de- 
fendant two rights before sen- 
tence is imposed: “to make a 
Statement in his own behalf.” 
and “to present any information 





in mitigation of punishment.” 


there- 
was 


and we 
entence 


32(a) guarantees, 
fore find that 
not illegal.” 
However, in the future, 
tencing courts should “as a mat- 
ter of good judicial administra- 
tion, unambiguously address 
themselves to the defendant.” 
Mr. Justice Black wrote a di: 
senting opinion which the 
Chief Justice and Justices Doug- 


his 


sen- 


Co 


in 


las and Brennan concurred. In 
their view, the record clearly 
shows that the defendant was 


denied an opportunity to speak 


(Continued on page & 8, col. D 
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(Continued from page 7) 


was imposed 
U.S., 29 LW 


before sentence 
upon him. (Greene v. 
4244) 

One month 1 
Court, by a 
cit Greene, 


ater, the Supreme 
per curiam order 
reversed a Selec- 


ing 


tive Service registrant’s convic- 
tion for failing to submit to in- 
duction, and remanded the case 


in 
(Van 


resentencing 
FRCrP 32. 
29 LW 3284) 

Birth Control Laws 

The Court divided sharply 
when it rejected an 
to pass on the constitutionality 
of Connecticut statutes which, 
as construed by the 
Supreme Court of Errors, 


for 
with 
US., 


pro- 


hibit the use of contraceptive de- | 


vices and the giv of medical 
advice in the use of such devices. 

Mr. Justice Frankfurter, who 
announced the judgment of the 
Court, was joined in his opinion 
by the Chief Justice 
tices Clark and Whittaker. As 
they saw it, Connecticut’s unde- 
viating policy of nullifying its 
anticontraceptive laws since they | 
were first passed in 1879 required 
the dismissal of state declara- 
tory judgment suits attacking 
such enactments as unconstitu- 
tional. The State’s nullification, 
they reasoned, deprives the con- 
troversy of that immediacy that 
is an indispensable condition to 
constituti ional adjudication. In 


ing 
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compliance | 
Hook v.| 


opportunity | 


Connecticut | 


and Jus-| 


| tained 









|this view, they were supported 
by Mr. Justice Brennan, who 
concurred separately. 

The four dissenters believed 
that the case presented a sub- 
stantial controversy and that the 
/constitutional question should 
have been reached and decided; 
in addition, Justices Harlan and 
Douglas would have declared 
{the laws unconstitutional. (Poe 
v. Ullman, 29 LW 4820) 
| Right to Counsel 





In three opinions involving 
the right to counsel, the Su- 
| preme Court held: 

A Georgia murder conviction 
was rendered invalid under the 
|Fourteenth Amendment by the 


trial court’s refusal to allow de- 
| fense counsel to question the de- 
|fendant, whom Georgia law de- 
|clares incompetent as a defense 
| witness, while he was making an 
unsworn statement permitted in 
lieu of sworn testimony. (Fergu- 
son v. Georgia, 29 LW 4281); 
The Florida Supreme Court 
must give a state prisoner a 
hearing on his habeas corpus 
| petition alleging that he was de- 
prived of due process by the 


trial judge’s refusal to grant his 
motion for a continuance in or- 
der that he might have the as- 
sistance ot counsel he had re- 


in a _ second offender 
prosecution brought after he had 
served sentence under both ear- 
lier convictions, even though he 
admitted, after his continuance 
was denied, that he had been 
convicted of the first felony 
(Reynolds v. Cochran, 29 LW 
4277); and 

An indigent, ignorant, and 
mentally ill Florida defendant, 


convicted in a noncapital case 
involving numerous “highly com- 
plex legal questions,” was en- 


titled to a hearing on his habeas 
corpus petition alleging that his 
due process rights were violated 
by the trial court’s rejection of 


his request for court-appointed 
counsel. (McNeal v. Culver, 29 
LW 4109) 

Other Cases 

In other opinions, the Court 
held: 

An Indiana murder defendant 
was not given a fair trial in a 
community deeply and bitterly 
prejudiced against him, as re- 
flected by the fact that two- 


thirds of the jurors finally plac- 
ed in the jury box had testified 


on voir dire examination that 

they thought him guilty. (Irwin 
Dowd, 29 LW 4610) 
Circumstances, including one 


judge’s expressed intention to 
impose a five-year sentence and 
another judge’s imposition of a 


20-year sentence, invalidated a 
narcotics conviction on counts 
to which the defendant had 
pleaded guilty. (Saldana v. 
29 LW 4303) 

A District Columbia 
cutor’s improper question 
whether a murde 
pleading insanity had 


US., 


of 


as to 


taken 





stand an earlier trial for the 
same offense was not harmless 
error, and required reversal of 
the defendant’s first-degree 
murder conviction. (Stewart v. 


u 

1S: 
A 

who, 


29 LW 4381) 
federal grand 
because of fear for 
and his family, refused to 
swer questions about narcoi 
despite the immunity 
e Narcotics Contro 
of contempt. 
29 LW 4839) 
defendant 


wltné 


himself 


SS 


45 









sales 
granted by th 
Act. was guilty 
(Piemonte ORS 

A federal criminal 
for whose benefit a trial judge 
declared a mistrial sua sponte 
cannot plead double jeopardy as 
a bar to his retrial. (Gori v. US., 
29 LW 4719) 
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prose- | 


defendant | 
the | 








|lawed 
| machines. 


Attorneys’ Exam 





(Continued from page 3) 


a furt ther i investigation and 
as to the objections, and 





make 
report 





on the basis a to — 
an analysis of the testimony at 
the hearing. With ian aid of this 
report an ana s, the board 
cided to deny the eopittention 
transfer and so advised both 








remedies are open to the 
Alpha Corporation and the Beta 
ion? Would the result be 








arent in a comparable 
under federal law? 
. Time—20 Min.) 

28. this state enacted 





ume 
g statute modeled 
Act of 1950: 


. £6 





er a California 
‘Whenever any city, 
shall have establisned zones or 








Certiorari Dismissed 


Occasionally, the Supreme 









Court, after granting certiorari 
and hearing oral gument dis- 
misses the writ without passing | 
yn the merits Three criminal 
Ises We disposed of in this 


ast Term. The 





ed —_ question whether |} 
cul nulati sentences can valid- 
ly be tes upon conviction | 
under the National Motor Ve- 
hicle Theft Act for interstate 








merce and for receiving, con- 
, and storing the same 
bile iz a -ontinuing 
l transactior 


1. After hear- 
the Court 
1S ‘que stion had 
presente ol with suffic- 
<imbrough v. US., 





not been 

ient clarity 

29 LW 4108) 
In the secon 


d case, the Court, 


after hearing oral argument on 
the validity of a South Carolina 
murder conviction and fully ex- 
amining the record, concluded 
that “the totality of circum- 
stances as the record makes 
them manifest did not warrant 
bringing the case here (Bul- | 
lock South Carolina, 29 LW 
197). The third dismissal was 
based upon the Supreme Court’s 
determination that the record 


did not adequately’ establish 
that a state court, rehearing the 
habeas corpus petition of an in- 
dige state prisoner who was 

ir a term for a capital of- 





fense 


and who had requested the 
Court to appoint counsel to ap- 
peal convicti but had re- 
eived no reply, found or wasr 
quired to find any federal 
que stion was prese nted (Newsom 
v. Smyth, 29 LW 4291) 
Per Curiam Orders 

Three additional criminal cas- 
were disposed of by brief per 
curiam orders, wherein the Su- 


his on 


e- 


es 


preme Court took the following 
actio1 
upon consideratio 
mp: and the sug- 
Solicito ‘ 








appeals 








thé ‘oneous conviction on 
one indictment count 
10t be set aside on appeal 
sentence imposed on such 


concur- 
imposed 
(Chaifetz v 






ideration 
General’s con- 
a federal tax 
based on the 
some of whose 
possibly have 
influenced by 
prejudicial 
v. US., 












jury 
could 
been 
— 2ity 


sf a 
) 





read and 
newsp wed 


to the 





defendan Janko 
29 LW 3358) 

Affirmed a dist 
sion that no subs t 
question cognizable by 
judge federal district court was 
stated by a pinball machine 
oenet's injunction suit 
lenging the constitutionality of a 
nine ania gaming statute as 
applied to authorize seizure of 
single-coin pinball machines 
th had been converted from, 
and could be reconverted to, out- 
multiple-coin gambling 
(Ford v.~- Attorney 
General of Pennsylvania, 29 LW 
3101) 


t dec 
pth er al 
a three- 





cnai- 


lat 


ucts. 
first | 
water 


and pools 


| by 


| 28, 


districts under authority of law 
wherein manufacturing or 
Cc comnmenen® eee uses are expr essly 





luisance 
the name ie the peo- 
eg e of New tonic | 


a public 


to 


mS 


r persons, firm or 
shall be enjoyed or 
by the injunctive 
rom the reasonable 
cessary operation in y 
industri i or cor oe 

rc U per- 











such 
zone of 
mitted t haved n, 
use be Prince pe 
out ce 
ment unnecessary 
jurious methods of 
* * ie 
The owner of a farm of 
100 acres depends upon a 
for pure water used for drinking 
purposes and upon a_e small 
stream to supply water for 
animals. A chemical plant is con- 
structed on an adjoining 
some 200 acres, and manufac- 
tures a variety of chemical prod- 
In some of its processes, it 
waste substances to settle 
basins and natural 
upon its own land, 


any se 


all c 







no 
nuis 

t pees 
and in 


Yr) 
operation 


eviden 
of 


some 


permits 
in surface 
pools 


land the farm owner’s water is 
polluted by chemical waste es- 


the settling basins 
means of percola- 


from 
by 


caping 


{tion in, under and through its 
land to, in, under and through 
the land of the farmer, and by 
surface drainage into the well 
and stream a by the farm 
owner. The result is that these 


| waters of the farmer are render- 





ed unfit for use as drinking water 
either man OF beast. There is 
no negligence in the operation of 
the chemical ant Both proper- 
ties were located within a zoning 
district wherein manufacturing 
and commercial uses are express- 
ly permitted. Would any action 
lie to protect the interest of the 
farm owner? 

OPTIONAL QUESTIONS 
(Answer either one of the two 
optional questions. 30 minutes 

for both optionals.) 

O-7. Assume same fac 
and excluding any 
tional issues: 

a) How would you dete 

Av 











rmine 


the scope of any remedy re- 
maining to the farm owner 
under the statute? 


b) Draft a proper charge to 
the jury on issue of the 
right to recover. Give your rea- 
cluding and exclud- 


th 
tn 







in 


sons for 


ing elements of the case from 
the charge. 
O-8. The zoning ordinance of 


that 


th 
tne 


have 


Omega, N. J. provides 
board of adjustment 
power to: 


=H 3]] 
Saldia 


in particular 
special rea: 
body of 














ernine g 
Cliliil 








g ofa 
ure or 


a Struct 
res 
cture 


he governi 





cted 
use. 


or 


body 





apo 

















bobs by resolution, approve 
disapprove such recommend: 
i If such recommendation 
be approved by the gov- 
erning body then the adn inis 
trative afficer in charge of 
granting shall forth- 





be gr 
tion taken under the t 
this section unless such 1 
can be granted without 


No 





r¢ 
2Ci 


ac 
f 
+ 
ief 


— 


such! sh 


with- } 


well | 


farm |} 


tract of | 


substantial detriment to ‘th: 
public good and will not sub. 
stantially impair the inter 
and purpose of the zone 
and zoning ordinance.” 

In 1955 local governi: 
amendment 
ordinance establishir: 
_ which include 
general Stor 
1 continuous): 
ihe past 50 3 
_— for residenti 
r desir: 


UC 


the 


body adopted an 
the zonir 
use , Sess Ss 


12 


a5 















tion to 
neighbor! 
but has : 
building permit. 
he was never } 
the amendator 
was adopted and t ir 
local governing body d 








ance 


din< AL 


| fact, the 


| not have a master plan, mak 
any studies or consult any 


perts before it adopted the zo 
ing ordinance. While a publi 
hearing was held on the ordi. 
nance as required by law, it 
during the summer time and ° 
|few people attended. There 
small public garage with 
gasoline pumps and a real es 
office within 200 feet of the 
ject premises. The owner claim 
would be much 
profitable to use the land 
neighborhood shopping ce 
than to continue the present g¢ 


that 3% 
tnat 1t 








h 


ne 






eral store use. He also urges ¢ 
his proposal would merely be 


extension of the use he has 
joyed for the past 50 years. 
he owner applied to the b 


of adjustment under the 
quoted section of the zoning 
nance, ar nd a hearing was held 


ion pursuant 
The minutes of 
that the board ! 
10 explained h 


the applicat 
ordinance. 

board recite 
the owner wh 





plication fully, that one pe: 
appeared in opposition and t 
in favor, and that the b 
thereon duly resolved that 
application be granted for 

special reason that “other 
erci buildings are alr 
reason proximity 

the proposed Assume 





yne obje 
would you 


? What for: 


you represent t 
What remedy 
— ough litig 








tion and vhat court 
it be bro If you did 
succeed initia lly, would an 
peal lie? 30, to what c 
how would it be taken, and ¥ 
would be the scope of review 


appeal? 
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SPRINGFIELD, ILL. 
—A new Illinois law, 
cently by Gov. Otto Kerr r, e3 
empts cle men from relating 
in court conf to.c 





rov 









to them by pe 
der normal relig 


or practices. 
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preparation. i is : 
be entitled to and advised of the 


The report deals with the legal , 
“2 >. 3} rent t leased. 
rights of the mentally disabled ght to be released 


On Separations 











relation to voluntary hospi- 
lization, release from mental from Mental Hospitals 
institutions, eugenic st 1. Certain types of patients 
tion, incompetency personal Presently in institutions for the 
2nd property rights, sexual psy- mentally ill could be as well or 
hopathy laws, and criminal better cared for in other ways. 
2. Statutory provisions should 


iity” or irresponsibility 
Researchers for the ABF ex- 
amined the statutes of 50 states 


be enacted and adequate funds 
made available for periodic ex- 














Saar ; - aminations all atients tc 
nd the District of Galan fe “ar agh bye ane is 
‘ontrol date of Octo 1959 ia ons en miki ee 
cluded consider nee OF}. , sites esareian lad — 
nges in the law since that ree to legal Reprenestaniy at 
? - judicial discharge hearings 
ti The statutes of H udicial disc sh gilinatiie 
Alaska are considered On Rights of 
¥). maior court decis rea- Hospitalized Patients 
es. Jaw review ; ur- 1. Statutes by and large do not 
articles and mater- deal adequately with the prob- 





of Pee 4 2 ? 
Patients mad — the 
ht of unrestricted correspon- 





men 


he law of 
Ss major 






























ewed in the num- dence with attorneys, the court 
. } , : t} oh u eh they we hoc- 
yf people affected and the ‘rough which they were nos 
ogregate economic interests in- te pi and the central hos- 
ea” ho 4 nt pits zen y fc r the state. 
d,” the report I enc ) tal 
Statistical proje ndi- 3. Pr ovisions should be made 
t] at the present rate of for maximum i 01 
pitalization one out of 4. The consent of the patient 
ve citizens will probat rr his guardian should be re- 
end a portion quired before a hospital may 
tal institution.’ editors use major medical treatment or 
say that estimates of total] surgery. 
sts in viding for the men x = : ake P id 
ts in providing for the men-' 5. The circumstances and con- 






y ill and the econ sses ditions surrounding services Ron 
ilting from such ties formed by patients need clarifi- 
unt to $3 billion sation. 






























-The relation of tk ne men 


sterilizati n- 
:bled to the criminal 1 sterilization of men 


compulsory 


Theselere. nae t he edit o— disabled persons, observa- 
shania in "wit he ed bi tion of actual proceedings to au- 
Witally Col thorize sterilization is necessary 
safeguarding the r before any conclusion can be 
— lly disabled an as to the sufficiency of 








oc 


1g 





mental patients 





the proof in such proceedings. 











ty, following their 

At the same time, , On Domestic Relations 
should recognize that _i. Regulation of marriage of 
le restrictions must be .j tne mentally disabled is inade- 
mentally disabled persons to Tate. ner present statutes. 
tect their interests and to in- . 2° The majority of statutes al- 
re public safety.” lowing divorce for postnuptial 
he following are gener |) ao ae nace 
inne an a cmaih soe protect the mentally ill. 7 ~ 
by The American War Pounda- 3. The adoption statutes fail 
~~~ to protect the rights of the men- 





to realize these objecti 


On Involuntary Sesidtaliention 
l. The degree of mental ill 


ve disabled. 

On Incompetency, 

: Guardianship, and Restoration 

whic stifies involuntary } eee 

Sie Pagan made se 1. The determination of an 
a ee were ee individual’s capacity to handle 


expressed in t statutes. | 22 spe deee 
pressed in the statutes. .. his own affairs should be dis- 


tally 

















*pportunity to be heard. 
_4. Alleged mentally ill persons 
should be entitled to represen- 
| tation by counsel. 

5. Property rights should not 
be neglected when patients are 
involuntarily hospitalized. 





3. Alleged incompetents should 
be represented by counsel. 
The relationship between 
discharge and restoration should 
be clarified. 





Ye 


“ey 


1. It is desirable to broaden | 
the class the mentally dis- 
abled who are held criminally 
irresponsible without removing 
the issue from the jury. 

2. Statutes should require that 
notice of intent to defend on the 
ground of mental irresponsibil- 
ity be served on the prosecuting 
agency and t court a reason- 
able time be trial. 

3. Any accused raising the de- 
fense of irresponsibility should 
undergo a thorough mental ex- 

by a panel of impar- 
tial experts 

4. Further study should be in- 
itiated to determine whether the 
policies of the law are better 
furthered by allocating the bur- 
den of persuasion on the issue 
of responsibility to prosecu- 
tion or by placing on the ac- 
cused. 
he 1 P n ndatorv pyneriod OS- 
Among the wide variety On Eugenic Sterilization fe Sv ee eg ih A yon = ~ 
blems arising from mental jj os ation of the basis | pivalization for the purposes of 
ibility whirl ave. deait with |e. A re-evaluati scat sng basis) observation should be imposed 
by the law are ea foll oa aa — statutes providing for th€| ypon any defendant found not 
: sci ; bi i 2 S sterilizati on of the guilty by reason of insanity. 
persons are mente dis- 2. Statutes authorizing com- sponsibil “ries ee 
aa: ; pare ‘ a Se a te defendants but the reduced | 

sory sterilization of the men- 

Their hospitalizati ind aie disabled should afford ev- 

harge. ed reasonable procedural pro- 

~The rights and status of hi ction to the individual con-| 
lized patients as well as cerned 
nal and property rights ot a. Since available materials do 

‘oun disabled person a not disclose the amount and type 

of evidence required to justify 





ther developed before present 
sexual psychopath laws can be 
enforced with consistency and| 
clarity. 


3. There is a need for adequate | 
facilities and more trained per- 
sonnel for the treatment of the 
sexual psychopath. 

4. Sexual psychopath laws lack 
the basic procedural 
necessary to insure the 
tion of individual rights. 

On Mental Disability 
and the Criminal Law 










































prison confinement should be 
followed by period of indeter- 
minate hospitalization when 
necessary for the public safety. 

t. The t mental condi- 
tion of al s charged with 
serious ould be care- 
fully invest >d by experts 
prior to trial and those found to 
lack the capacity to be proceed- 
ed agains duld be hospitalized 
in a mental stitution until suf- 
ficiently recovered to stand trial. 

8. Frequent periodic mental 
examinations should be made of 
all defendants hospitalized as 
incompete those found 
presently should be 
| returned pro mpt for further 
proceedings. 

9. Statutes should take cogni- 
zance of the civil rights and 
property interests of persons 
hospitalized in c ection with 


2. Too many statutes retain | 
te ea vane - — Bay ted from the question of| 
; press ie gaa in criml- his need for hospital treatment. | 

= gs. x fi cciiniiabiinoaéa. tf 
_ 3. Alleged mentally ill person Jat = Bg decane ara hes 
are entitled to notice an — “cane eg maps 
0 n I tency is n- 





criminal proceedings. 





10. The courts of all states 
should be empow to stay the 
execution of ondemned pri- 
soner found incompet ent and 









should be auth to conduct 
a hearing o at issue in the 
court’s om whenever rea- 
sonable competency is 
created in the mind of the court. 

11. Where inadequate post- 


conviction procedures now exist, 
others should be adopted which 
will enable defendants who were 
effectively prevented from rais- 
ing the issue of incompetency or 
irresponsibility 


their convictions collaterally. 





safeguards | 
protec- 


during the pro-| 
ceedings against them to attack | 


lapse of our court system. 

He cited the heavy backlogs in 
court calendars in various sec- 
| tions of the country, and out- 
| moded systems of court hierarch- 
lies as examples of the burdens 
our judicial system is laboring 
under and which portend trouble. 
| The problem is not with Con- 
| gress, as far as the federal judi- 
ciary goes, Mr. Luce said. In fact, 


;admonishing the judiciary to 
| clean its own house by passing all 
sorts of permissive and encourag- 
ing legislation. 


new federal judges, about one- 
fourth of our judiciary, 
President Kennedy will soon be 
called upon to make under recent 
legislation. is something unique 
in our history, Mr. Luce noted. 
Every one of these appointments, 
he 
|of public interest, and daily 
local newspapers have an 
portant role to play this 
gard. 


said, 
and 
im- 

re- 


in 











NOTICE OF R 
tice that « Ss ibe 21. 1961 
at Douglas 
A ty Court 
it n the 
( ra judgment 
1 name Kevin 
I) 
A 
Esq 
aa 
w Jersey 
1 Sep y | $ $10.08 








TDated: August 24 1961 
ESTATE OF MARGARET DONAHUE, de- 
ceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 
WIENEB, Surrogate of the County of Essex 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice 1a hereby given to the creditora of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber 
ander oath or affirmation, their claims ana 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the «mhacrs!. « 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 


JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney 

11 Commerce Street 

Newark 2, N. J. 

L.J.—+Aug. 31, Sept. 7, 14, 21. 28 





Dated: August 24. 1961 
EMMA PAGE, deceased 

to the order of ULAVID H 
Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of said 
deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. under 
vath or affirmation, their claims and demands 
against the estate of said deceased within six 
months from this date, or they will be forever 


ESTATE OF 
Pursuant 
WIENER, 


barred from prosecuting or recovering the 
same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 


LINDABURY, McOORMICK & 
rae sel achat Attorneys 


Broad Street 








Dated August 2 
ABRAHAM HILTON . 
to the order of VAViy op 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Enasex 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned. Executore of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
jemands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date. or tney 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same againat the «rbecribers 

HENRIETTA SHERIDAN 
PEARL SHAPIRO 
LEONARD H. GOLDBERG 
poet RG & WEISS, Attorneys 
Or ange venue 


ESTATE OF 
Pursuant 


ZUCKER. 


So 





1. 28 








tee] t 28 


Dated 
SIDNEY A 


1961 
Tit "ANKLIN le 


pice uant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogat? of the Connty of Essex, 


sphere OF 


“assed 


this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of said deceaseu 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims ana 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same againat the subser'here 
VIOLET FRANKLIN 
THE NATIONAL NEWARK & ESSEX 
BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK 
SAMUEL DRESKIN, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
| Newark 2, N. J 
bE, Aug. 31 


he asserted, for the last twenty | 
years Congress has in effect been | k 
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Mentally Disabled Fe: hie eo : central) Luce Summons Lawyers | 
statewide registration of incom- ~ | ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
When and to what extent, 6. Independent proceedings for | petents. ~Fo Reform Court ne 
h S he rights arv servati . ——— ‘LV YEION 
should the law restrict the rights the temporary or observ ational | Qn Personal and Property Rights ‘ei italian Miiaiit | CIVIL, ACTIO 
of the mentally disabl ed? What hospitalization of the mentally} 1, present statutes regulating 7 on IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLI- 
, iv asures S ken ill should be ES, eS ACCN Correspondent | CATION OF HENRY RUDOLPH 
positive measures must be taken ill shou e adopted. the personal and property rights Ce EWICE TO ASSUME THE 
- Pe 2 - i “ae | eUsiads Ail 4 > | XN i ,ASSU- a L 
to protect their rights? In addition to independent | of the mentally disabled are un-| ST- LOUIS, MO. (ACCN)—The | NAME OF HENRY RUDOLPH 
These are the essenti rob- temporary or observational hos- | clear. : publisher of Time, Life and For-|  7ipxiwiez To ASSUME THE 
ms concerning the , atus Pitalization, provisions should be | 2. The personal and property tune, squared off and warned the | NAME OF MARGARET STANLEY 
nentally disabled ,ac- adopted to allow sufficient time| ionts that a mentally pre legal profession to get busy and} nexry RUDOLPH ZIETKIEWICZ AND 
dine to the first “ean tO observe and diagnose alleged ‘atividienl ge = a yd print | reform the administration of jus- | WANGARET on KIE WIC Z having | this 
ination subiect mentally ill rsons i t e al is alle 5 *< | tice before the roof falls in, at a! pli tion ‘to the Cou rt by duly verified com- 
atise on the subje THE tally ii persons prior tO the | should depend upon the type and t. for an ord sume other name 
. ee = = i ‘ fe >WeEIG Oll LU aka ‘ : . ¢ . nein, : a eee a 
ENTALLY DISABLED AND hearing on the issue of indeter-| gooree of his disability. glittering dinner here Monday, | ti. wit, HENRY RUDOLPH STANLEY. AND 
s Be Gere : egree of his disability. August 7. for the members of the | MAIO ARET STANLEY. and it appearing to 
THE LAW. minate hospitalization. , owe — | ugust ‘, LOL 1€ er ers Of t the Court that they have complied with all 
ne University of Chicagc 8. Special provisions providing| .%- Effective enforcement pro- | Judiciary throughout the country | the provisions of the Statute 24 :52-1 et seq. 
The S ot nicago 3 : i<j > oho] he , , . P i eC t being satistiec rereof, and tha 
5 ; has pub! hed THE MEN for the emergency detention of visions should be part of every | attending the American Bar As- | she re ar re no mast ahie objections thereto : 
Press S lish B\ N- ‘ i stg te granting or ibiting | enciatian’e ino | his 29th d f August, 1961 
TALLY DISABLED AND THE the mentally ill should be adopt- pie ie we ; Px reggie sociation’s 84th Annual Meeting.| tis. on this 20th day ot RUDOLPH ZIET- 
LAW $7.50). the Report of the .°? certain acts on the part of the; Henry Luce, who was the fea- | KIEWI¢z on MARGARET ZIETRIEWICZ 
V ( ; , tne >port or the | > llv disahle bs = * be he. ereby are autho to assume 
AL ; ln tig Bar ‘Found tio’ pe On Voluntary Admission mentally disabled. | tured speaker at the dinner given | ;},.."; VP HENRY RUDOLPIL STANLEY 
Americat ar Oundation on pe i ; é AND, MARG ARET STANLEY from and after 
the Riehts of the Mentally 0 1. The use of voluntary admis-| On The Sexual Psychopath potece A.B.A.’s Section - nage jal) jie 20th day. of. September, 1961, and that 
Sey eer eg ese 1 | i ‘cdues < z= > Law | Administration, warned his lis-| witni m the date of this judz- 
Editors of the report e Frank Sion procedures should be en- and the Law . th it is tee f: i ment. the plainiiite ‘eumea a leagem aie teed 
T. Lindman, research attorney couraged. 1. The basic assumption that | teners that it 1s by no means far- | judgment to be published jin the New Jersey 
i 17) i afmCnh atlormmey = p : i ae a > jev iviliza-— | Ll: ournal, within 20 days hereof they 
-. the American Bar Foundation, 2+ The confusion surrounding | prison sentences are no deter-| fetched to believe that Civiliza- | iim ii tind the complaint, aifidavit. order 
3 i Donald M. MeIntyz re. Jr. an the legal status of voluntary pa-|rent to the sexual psychopath | Won can collapse, and that one | and atfidavit of publication with the Essex 
| nal McIntyre. Jz an ; 5a ’ : 2 ; t t tributine fact : County Court Clerk, and a certified copy of 
stant administrato + the tients discourages the use of this| Should be universally recognized. | Important contribuling factor 11 | tis order with the Secretary of State pur- 
ABF. The report was five years | Procedure 2. Medical knowledge of the | SUCH a collapse if it were to come | ct" x M jean ” pre revi eo ee 
r t was five years + . 6. wle€Qical i 5 ; ase ie ( Le ‘ a 3 
age gla = 3. Voluntary patients should| sexual psychopath must be fur-| WOuld be the concomittant col- | ute — 


m« of 
I Dy AI D J. ABROMSON 





Attorney for plaintiffs 
LJ Aug. 31 $9.18 
STATE OF NEW_ JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


| State of the State of New 


The appointment of almost 100} 


which | 





ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that , 





W. K. SERVICE CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State whose principal 
s situated at No. S2 Old Sho rt Hills 
1 the Township of Short s, County 
Essex State ‘ew Jersey (Walter 
Krautter being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 


requirements of Title 
of Revised Statutes 
the 


has complied with the 
14, Corporati ms, General, 
of ew Jersey, preliminary to 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did, on the 
fwenty-tifth day August, 1961, file in 
niy office a duly executed and attested consent 
of said 


issuing 


Certify 


in writing to the dissolution cor- 
| poration, executed by all the stockholder» 
| thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid ae = on file 


should be made a matter | 


Ne wark 2 
i J 


in my said office as provided 
N 


TESTIMONY WHE: KEOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at oe 
this Pwenty-fifth day ¢ gust, 

(Seal) A.D... one pene eine menived 
and sixty 
EDWARD i. ‘PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
J Aug. 31, Sept. 7, 14 £21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


I \ Beet 


Pete 


co 





being the agent therein and in pee “the reof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certilicate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


enty-eighth da of August, 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aye are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Twenty-ighth day of Augnst, 
Seal) A.D isand nine hundred 
und sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
LJ Aug. 31, Sept. 7, 14 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
fy duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

RAR IT ec SHOPPING PLAZA, 


this State, whose 


INC. 


principal 









ituated at No exchange ace, 
y of Jersey Ci County of i dson, 
ay J Corporation Com- 

there A in 

whom process may be 


with the requirements 





‘or General, of Revised 
Nev . preliminary to the 
1is » of Dissolution. 
rR the Secretary of 
t } St *y, Do Hereby 
€ that the said corporation did. on the 
day o August 1961 





eh office a duly executed and attested eonsent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couxent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid a 4 on file 
in my said office as provided 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 





have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. 
his Tenth day of August. 
(Seal) A.D ye thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
J Aug. 17, 24. 31 $21.60 
ated August 22. 1961 
ESTATE OF ROSE ALDEN. deceased 
t’ursuant » tbe order of vAVID H. 
WIENEK. Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
tbi- day made on the application ef the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased. 
uutice is bereby given to the creditors of 
aid deceased to exhibit to the subecriber, 
coder oath or affirmation. their claims and 


demands against the estate of said deceased 

vithin six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same avainet the eheeriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 

r ITNEY, HAR DEN & WARD, Attorneys 

500 Broad Stre 

N I 

Ang. 31, Sept. 7. 14, 3 
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A Dependable 


Service For 
Lawyers 


Our Representatives 
Cover Daily— 


In Trenton 


The Offices of the 
Supreme Court 
Superior Court 
Secretary of State 
U.S. District Court 
Workmen’s Compensation 
State Tax Department 
Attorney General 
Bureau of Vital Statistics 
All other State Offices 


in Bergen, Essex, Hudson, 


Passaic and Union 
Counties 
County Clerk’s Office 
Register 
Surrogate 


County Clerk’s Vault 
Register’s Vault 

Sheriff’s Office 

Surrogate’s Vault 

Referees in Bankruptcy 
Chancery Division Chambers 
Compensation Courts 

All County Courts and Offices 
Municipal Courts and Offices 


District Courts 


Al: Parts of the District Courts 
in the Counties mentioned. 


Services We Perform— 


Ascertaining corporate name 
availability and corporate in- 
formation 

Service of papers on attorney: 

Filing and delivery of papers, 
files, etc. 

Obtaining information and dats 

Abstracting dockets 

Searching and abstracting trade 
I ccrps., chattel mtgs 

tates, etc. 

Procuring Forms or Ruies 

Marking District Court cases 

Ob police and hospital 


rye 
ALLICS, 


aining 
eports 


Messenger Service 


Our messenger calls at yow 
office daily for your instruction: 
and requests on forms providec 
by us 

e 


Reports 


A prompt report is given you 
on each request you make. 


THIS SERVICE IS AVAILABL} 
TO YOU FOR A NOMINAL 
MONTHLY CHARGE 


Serving the Bar of New Jersey 
For Over 30 Years 


NEW JERSEY LAWYERS 
SERVICE 


240 Mulberry Street 
Newark I, N. J. 
MArket 3-6190 








LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





NOTIOE TO CREDITORS 

ESTATE OF JENNIE BODMER a/k/a JEN- 

NIE POOLE BODMER, Deceased. 

Pursuant to the order of the Surrogate of 
the County of Morris made on the Eighteenth 
day of August, A.D. one thousand nine 
hundred and sixty-one, notice is hereby given 
to all persons having claims against the 
estate of Jennie Bodmer a/k/a Jennie Poole 
Bodmer, late of the County of Morris, de- 
ceased, to present the same, of 
affirmation to the subscriber before 
the Eighteenth day of February, being 
Six Months from the date ¢ i and 
any (reditors neglecting and 
exhibit his, or her or their claim, under oath 
or affirmation within the time so limited. 
will be forever barred of his. her or their 
action therefore against the Administrator 
c.t.a 

Dated the 
1961. 


under oath 
on or 
next. 





Eighteenth day of August. A.D. 

RICHARD J 
Administrator ¢ 

SINGER, Att'y 


TITUS, 
t.a 


SR 


HERMAN H. 
5 Colt Street, 
Paterson, N 
L.J.—Aug. 24, 
TAKE NOTICE THAT 
will apply to the Bergen 
the 21st day of September, 
o'clock in the forenoon, at 
in the City of Hackensack, New Jersey, for 
a judgment authorizing him to assume the 
ane of ANDREW CONTALDI. 
Angel 





. Sept. 7. 14 


undersigned 
County Court on 

1961, at 10:00 
the Court House, 


the 








Contaldi 


Morris Novick 
for Applicant 
Avenue 


Attorne, “y 
743 Main 


Passaic 
J 





$9.45 
August 14, 1961 
THOMAS 8S. BOOTES, deceased 
to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of eaid deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the astate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 

FREDERICK R. BOOTES 

FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMP ANY 
JOHN €. HOW! Attorney 
24 Commer Str 
Newark 2 
LJ Aug 





Dated 








ESTATE OF 
Pursuant 








STATE 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 
To all to whom these presente 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


i att _ P HY PRINTER, IN¢ 
vorat 1s tat 


OF NEW JER nyt 

OF STA 
DISSOLUTION 
may come, 





255 N. J R. Re 





(Rose € 7 rphy 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said ei iia gg) oe on the 

hd of Angust " 

my office a duly executed wndvatteute 4 consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

N TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
hereto set my hand and af- 
my official seal. at Trenton, 





have 

fixed 

his Twent rt Aug 
s ae ne t sand n Ir 
EW ARD 


PATTEN, 
ry State 

















wit 


/ 








ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

McC CLOSKEY AND P ATTON 
‘ ‘OME ANY ING 
yt his St 
No 
Newark 
sey 





New Jer & 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate *. Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFOR I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of Me. Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
-nth lay of <August. 1961 file n 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by a!l the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
«! the proceedings aforesaid are ee on file 
in my said office = provided law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. J 
bave coe set my hand and af- 
fixed my official. seal. at Trenton? 
this Fifteenth day of August, A.D., 
oue thousand nine hundred 
sixty-one. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 








Secretary of State 
L.J.—Aug. 24, 31, Sept. 7 $21.60 














STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Toe to whom these presents may come, 

re 5 


WHEREAS, It appears te my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
SEL-REX INSTRUMENTS, INC. 

a corporation of this State, principal 
office is situated at No. River Road, 
in the City of Nutley, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Morris M. Messing 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Seventeenth day of August, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 
in my said office as provided by 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 


75 











IN 

have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my eae seal. at Trenton, 
this Seventeenth cay of August, 

Seal) A.D... one thousand nine bundred 
and sixty~ 
EDWARD y. * PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

Ld Aug. 24, 31, Sept. 7 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
jugs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 





MOUNTAINSIDE CERAMICS, INC, 
poration of t State, whose | 
ated a 
Mo 
i , New 





aan the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom procese may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

hteenth day August 1961, file in 
my valine a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 

executed by all the stockholders 
which said couxent and the _— 
on e 


poration, 
thereof, 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now 
in my so office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 


1 day of August, A.D., 
nine hundred and 
EDW AR D J. PATTEN, 


Secre icky of State. 


g. <3 Ss ‘ - 


one usand 


sixty~ 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Fook to whom these presents may come, 

. It appears to my satiefaction. 

the proceed- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
J. & J. DIESEL SERVICES 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 248 Boulevard. in the 

——s zh of Hasbrouck Heights, County of Ber- 


en, State of New Jersey (Julius A. Kepsel 
aera pend Jongg Sante 9 and in charge thereof, 
upon may be served). has 


po ay ‘witht the rhe requirements of Title 14, 


Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW. THEREFORE, I, the reta of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Sixteenth day of August, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which eaid cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid re — on file 
in my said office as provided 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Sixteenth day 


of <August, 
undred 





























(Seal) A.U., one thousand nine hi 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
~~ of — 
L.J.—+Aug. 24, 31, Sept. 7 $21.60 
SHERIFF’S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-361 
SUPERIOR OOURT OF NEW JERSEY. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COU NTY, 
DOCKET NO. F-2184-60 3etween Irvi 
A Spielberg and Pauline Wink Plain- 
tiffs, and Rovusevelt Thompson a d Ruby 
Finca a mn. his wife, et s., Defendants 
2X BOUTION For §S of Mortg raged 
of the above tated writ of 
to me directed I shall expose 
v by Public Vendue, ir toom 506, 
Hall of _Records (Board g Room). 
i 9th day f 
heer 


























Dated Ist 16. 1961 
VILLIE STROUD. deceased. 
the order of DAVID 4. 
‘gate of the County of Essex. 
the application of the 
Administrator of said ie- 

ce is hereby given to the 
anid deceased to exhibit to the sub- 
under oath or affirmation, their 
against the estate of 
n six months from this 
be forever barred from 
Tecovering the same against 





yn 





pedi 





they will 
neosecuting or 
the subseriber 
ELMO FE 





Attorney | 


T 


MARIANNE SC 
SCHOCH, by 


SOHW AR TZ & ‘HOROWITZ, 
| 28 Journal 
Jersey City, N. J 


































fae ee 

PAOLE 
Roe 
S< 





TAKE NOTICE, 









and eR 





sm 
‘AS AM ASSINA. 
eee ANNE SCHOCH,. 
Mary M. Casamassins 
her be —< - ad 





an infant. 








natu 
MARGARET. ANN SCHOCH. an 
infant, by Mary M. Casamassina. 
— — a 





Attorneys 





Square, 


J.—Aug. 24, 31, Sept. 7, 14 $16.38 


oease m4 ay JERSEY 
MENT STATE 
centivicate OF OISSOLUTION 
o,e8 .f whom these presents may come, 
re : 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed. 
ings for the voluctary dissolution there: 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock. 
holdere, deposited in my office that 
MARILYN COURT, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose pri 
office is situated at No. 214 Main Street 
the City of Hackensack, County of Ber 
State of New Jersey (Charlies A. Bart 
ing the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary td the issuing 
Certificate of Dissolution. 

W. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary o! 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lio Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on th- 
Fifteenth day of Angust, 1961, file 
my office a duly executed and attested consex 
tn writing to the dissolution of said cor 








poration, executed by all the stockholder 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provid by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, | 
have hereto set my hand and a! 
fixed my official seal. at Treuton 


this Fifteenth day of August, A D 
nine hundred an 





(Seal) one thousand 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 

L.J.—Aug. 24, 31, Sept. 7 $2 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF gy he 
To all to whom these presents may co 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed. 





ings for the voluntary dissolution there 
by the unanimous consent of all the st = 
holders, deposited in my office that 
Spare INC, 
State, whose pr a 
404 Anderson Ay ¢ 





reer t - Jersey (Carmine R d 
sine the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 
Corporations, General, of Status 
of New Fone preliminary td the i 








of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary o! 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
— that the said corporation did. on the 


Sixteenth day August, 1961, 


my office a duly executed nd attested consent 
i of said cor- 
































in writing to the dis 

poration, executed by a! stockhbo!d 

thereof, which said consent and the record 

of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Ole 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. |! 
have hereto set my hand and a! 
fixed my official seal. at Treuton 
this Sixteenth day of Als 

(Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hur 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

LJ Aug. 24 1. Sept. 7 $2 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
UVEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

Ta all to whom these presents may com 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
ty duly authenticated record of the pro 
ings for the voluntary dissolution f 
by the unanimous consent of all the ck 
holders, deposited in my office that 

\ IN CAB CO 
; being the agent therein and in charge t f. 
Upon whom process may be served). bas 


the requirements of Title 14 
General, of Revised Stat 

Dreliminary to the 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
a that the said corporation did, on the 


1961 


complied with 
Corporations, 
of New Jersey. 
of 









ANUS 
my office a adie executed and attested « 
in writing to the dissolution of sai 
poration, executed by all the strkh Jere 
thereof, which said cousent and the rer 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now «on Se 
in my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREO 
have hereto set my hand ard a! 
fixed my official seal. Tre 





at i 




















> B s » 
Milton, Ang 
Attorneys f s 
L.J Aug. 24 Sept. 7, 14 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAR TMENT OF STATE 
( CER re) CAT 1F DISSOLUTI 


presenta may 












charge “thereof, upon ‘whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirement? 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
of New Jersey, preliminary to thé 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. , 
ecretary 0 


NOW. THEREFORE, I, the 
State of the State of New Jersey. 
Certify that the sa id ~ rporati °o 






Twenty-thir ie 
my office a dul y ‘executed poh attested c 
in writing to the dissolution of sa 
Dorativn. exeruted by all the 
thereof. whicn = aid consent and 


of the proceedin aforesaid * row on 
in my said offie s ae provided 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF Pg 





have 
fixed mr 
this ? t 

(Seal) A.D.. one fool ‘nine pundred 
and sixty-one . 
e£DWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of A&tate 


L.J.— Aug. 31 14 $21.6! 


Sept. 7, 





ye 470 
ane 





Le 

, 

5 

TION 

By come, 

isfaction, 
bruce 


eed. 
| theres 
‘ Stock. 





> iesuing 


retary of 
o Hereby 
1. on the 





10N 
ly come, 


isfaction 





issulcg 
etary of 
») Hereby 


+ OD the 


| consent 








thereof 
d). bas 
itle 14 
tatute 
issuing 




















J. L. J. Index Page 471 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, AUGUST 31, 1961 


Page Eleven 
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' LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF I)JSSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
ty duly authenticated record of the 
for the voluntary dissoluti n 
unanimous consent of al! the stock- 
deposited in my office that 
¥ RODGER ~ CORP N 


ngs 
by the 
lers, 








é : rArt i 
being the agent therein and in dom 

whom process may be served). has 
ied with the requirements of Title 14, 
«orporations. General, of Hevised Statutes 
{ New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, 
State of the State of New Jersey. 





Dissolution 
the Secretary of 
lho Hereby 






















































































thereof, | ) 








| 
JERSEY | 


| SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (LAW) H-80 

|} SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW 

| UNION COUNTY, LAW DIVISION 


& J 10685-60. | 


= ¢ =| 
E xD eC TION. 
writ of| 
expose | 
in Room 506} 
“Meeting Room). 
Sth day of 
(Prevailing 
of 


NOS. 








DOCKET L-6608- 60 
Mc a 



















tocar 


- M 
and interest 
of, in and 
reel of land 
of Newark, | 


> 
a 


Easterly 
Place) 


in the 


yF Avon 
aT 


















































































STATE OF NEW 7 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

o all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 














ph OF NEW JERSEY 
ARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE, OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | 


the voluntary dissolution thereof 
all the stock- 


ings for 
by the unanimous consent of 











holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that 

nors a EQ IPMENT CO. : EXECU TIVE AIRCRAFT SALES COMPANY 
om rporation his State, whose principal a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office iss Engle Street, | office is situated at 98 Broad Street. in 
in the City Englewood of Bergen, | ti Town of Bloomfie County of Essex, 
State of New Jers« (Allan S. Gutfleish| State of New Jersey (Guy H. Haskins, Jr. 


being the agent therein and in charge monet 
upon whom process may be serv | 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. | 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THERERORE. I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


















|} of New Jersey, 









































being the agent therein and in charge ag 
upon whom process may be served). 

complied with the requirements of Title if. 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary té the issuing 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, 


THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 

















y that = said te cleats _—* on the Certify that the said corporation did, om the | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
s teenth day of August, 1961 e fee Sich an ef August, 1961, file in| Ce?tify that the said corporation did, on the 
a ie eae akoalan atteated nent ms office a duly executed and attested consent | Pieventh day of Auzust, 1961, file in 
roration. executed by all the stockholders in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | my office a duly executed and attested consent 
th which said cousent and the record poration, executed by all the stockholders | in writing to the dissolution of sald _cor- 
prc reed nes nforadett. ate now thereof, which said cousent and the record | poration. executed by all the stockholders 
said office as provided by of the proceedings aforesaid are ae tal on file | thereof, which said consent and the record 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I in my said office as provided by law of the a aforesaid “¢# ig on file 
have hereto set ms Sand and. ot- IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I | in my said office = ¥ ided la 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. have hereto set my hand and af- IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
eke (Gaantasen a pina fixed my official seat: at Trenton. have oanee set my hand and af- 
SD... - “ike this Eizl ‘2 August. A.D., fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
and sixty-one (Seal) one sand nine hundred and this Eleventh day of August. A.D., 
EDWARD J. PATTEN., sixty-one (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
Secretary of State EDWARD J. PATTEN, sixty-one. 
August 24, 31. Sept 7 $21 Secretary. of State. * EDWARD J. PATTEN 
AGE OES ali J Aug. 17, 24 $21.60 Secretary of State. 
The August 14. 1961 | b-3-—Aug. 10.17, 24.31 | = $381.50) — —— nt — i LJ Aug. 17, 24, 31 $21.60 
I MICHAEI i ised STATE OF NEW JERSEY ro a ; = ra oe 
~ to the DAVID H. | STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF STATE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
VIENI Surrogate ¢ y of Essex, DEPARTMENT OF STATE CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION _., DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
made on ” ion of the| CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT To all to whom these presents may come,| = CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
r Executors deceased.| BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION Greeting: To all to whom these presents may come, 
by r To all to whom these presenta may come WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. Greeting: — ; 
a Greetin ome, by duly authenticated record of the proceed- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
r WHEREAS It appears t isfacti ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof} ty duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ie ss lis: oa as peer dante ee her = Satisfaction. | hy the unanimous consent of all the etock-| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
- ier nie Syeriuieee age oS the proceed: | hulders, deposited in my office that by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
" desosited in thy Ome than ae | «OLD TAPPAN CLUB HOLDING comp. | “rs. Guecins & Be eee Gee 
P STATE JERSEY FIRST CORPORATION this State, ‘whose principe WILLIAM KLEINMANNS WOOLEN 
“ ze sae r t .o. S East Palisade 
Whose pring f E glewood, County of | 4 corporation of this by ite, whose principal 
L n. 8 Ne J (Jacob Schneider u dat No. 581 ‘Hig hland Avenue, 
I : being the agent therein and in charge thereof. n ~ ing ante Ce ee 
: settee be en al » | upon whom process may served). has | State of ew Jerse wv L1haTE le ns 
2 ‘s i the agent therein and in charge thereof. complied with the requirements of Title 14. | ting the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
sae - & | plied with the requirements of ‘Title 14,| “erporations. General, of Revi Statutes | upon whom process may be served). haa 
w. ot ‘. 14. 2 | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes.|0f New Jersey. preliminary to the iseuing | complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
- Ree iene ~— | preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate | Of this Certificate of Dissolution. Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY that such consent has been filed NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | of New Jersey. preliminary té the issuing 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE "NOW THEREFORE 1, EDWARD J. PAT. | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | of this Certificate of Dissolution. . 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Se ry of State of the State of| “ertify that the said corporation did. om the State of THEREFORE. 1 Tine Secretary, of 
oceatiae: be ac wiiaia - ee aide 4 ; er Bley — Me Hen ann. a duly oneal sauces on Moe : co eeSe ee See conetene oe See 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | “a duly ex-| in writing to the dissolution of sald cor-|/0urteenth day of August, 1961, file in 
duls authenticated record of the proceed- | attest ad nsent in writing to| oration, executed by all the stockholdere | ™y office a duly executed and attested consent 
gs for the voluntary disso! ution thereof | emereeie n of said corporation, executed| thereof. which said cousent and the recerd| ‘1 writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
the unanimous coneent of ai! is | more than two-thirds in interest of the| °f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | oration. executed by all the ytockholders 
lers, deposited in my office tha stockholders thereof, which said certificate| in my said office as provided by law. thereof, which said consent and the record 
. HILL CONSTRUCTION vy ar the record of the proceedings aforesaid IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF.,. I { the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
rporat f this State. whose 1 are now on file in my said office as provided have hereto set my hand and af-| i» mv said office as provided by law. 
107 Main § Ry by law - fixed my official seal. at Trenton. LS p Se nage ge ge u 
n inty IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, | this th day of ust. A.D., nave hereto set my hand and af 
s Al - 4 | have hereto set my hand and af-| (Seal) thousand nine po and es my official seal. at Trenton 
being the axent Gate and in ete eapuet | fixed my official seal, at Trenton, sixty-one this Fourteenth day of August, 
whom process may be served). bas | this Plever , August EDWARD J. PATTEN (Seal) A % one thousand nine hundred 
mplied with the requirements of Title 14. | (Seal) A ee one thousanc n undre< | Secretary of State. anc sixty-one 
rporations, General, of Hevised Statutes ty-one 1 nine hundred and | Aug. 17 i $21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
{ New derses. preliminary to the issuing EDWw ARD J. PATTEN — ed pele, of State 
‘ this Certificate of Dissolution. Secretary of State. | SS I L.J.-- Aug 24, 3 
NOW THERE FORE, I. the Secretary of J Aug. 17. 24. 31 $21.60 | W DIV acalatal : + a 
State of the State of New Jersey. lio Hereby eS I : J : 
rtify that the said i ca did, on the STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
: if ie : STATE OF NEW JERSEY te DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Augus af ‘ DEPARTMENT OF STATE | E CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
my office a siaaly executed and aitentaa consent CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION To all to ‘whom these presenta may come, 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| To al to whom these presents may come, : + — Greetin, 
“ration, executed by all the stockholders Greeting: < M WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
roof. which said cousent and the record WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. . 1 bys duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
e proceedings aforesaid are now on file | iy duly authenticated record of the proceed- | ; ies ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
my said office as provide y law ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ss P by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. J | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 402° *% holders, deposited in my office that 
have hereto set my hand and af- hulders, deposited in my office that eae : 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 18 SUMMIT 3 PORATION Avigail J see Pee 
s Nint f August. A.D rroratior f m T } 1 at N 
ne tho ni ed and s ed } 14 6 ( Newark 
EDWARD PATTEN TO de a eee Philip Mand =| Ae Weicros (Bernard Levs 
ae rear eens — Tce Philip Mandelbaum | and S being the agent therein and ia charge thereof. 
pk i Ba a being the agent therein and in charge Guat, |B Ww upon. whom process may be served). has 
' oa ‘ upon whom procese may be served). has | ‘ier M complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
- — | complied with the requirements of Title 14, | ' w Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
Ip. A Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes | ‘ of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
p sAT COLI 0 t New Jersey. Reg 4 _to the issuing ‘ of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. Jude NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | 
to th order of DAVID B NOW, THERE FORE. I, the Secretary of | ° State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 
Surrogate of the County of Essex | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby Bernhe ; Ca that the said corporation did. on the 
made on the a of the| ‘ert! d that the said corporation did, on the 4 Avis : hex of Ateuee. 1961. Kis “i 
Executors ecrased E ‘ rust 161 n | By ye ad me a 
ge: ia 4 tore 3 : ffi : 1 ane a Bee a acuaaee | r my ie a duly executed and attested comment | 
subscribers re pei Bi ae the alaso iwelon xe ed co ae rw in writing to the dissolution of sald 
laime and | ioration. executed by all the stockholders | . poration, executed by all the 3 nekholdere || 
Te ed 4 sate Php pongo s . Di thereof, which said cousent and the record 
a : hereof, which eaid cousxent and the fie |; low of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
. tr us eee yp omy Bangoceenne By By Dlg, e | L.J.—A a2 S 7 $24.57] in my said office as provided by law. — 
r enbscribers me “IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 3 | ,_. EN TESTSMONT WHEREOF. 4 
have hereto set my hand and atf- | a ange: Mo | aa 9 Tr af- 
é - z fixed my official seal. at Trenton. ned my oftelal ‘seal. at Trenton. 
LINC PHIFER Attorr +} inhi dae of A.D.. | spe moe this Fourteenth day of August, 
ir * x i Sea an seek hi cod and us w r Seal) avi... ‘ue thousand nine bundred 
paae tee oe as ec. si Authoriz and sixty-one 
En AN i Pi Rn RB EDWARD J. PATTEN, 1} Pa EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State | - rick Secertare of State. ; 
Dated: Augus 4 , Sug. 17. 24. 31 $21.60 pee Aug 7, 24, 31 $21.60 
1F MIRIAM D. McQUADI ais | Bail — — 
iu GH} > 
cE tt ene eee STATE OF NEW JERSEY | att r STATE OF NEW, JEusEY 
( vuDt DEPARTMENT OF STATE | 91 l c SSOLUTION 
the: i CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION x “ To CE gt ng Bl Dy ee 
are of aia ¢ i, To all to whom these presents may come, |] y  4uy 17. 2 - . $10.71 tae: w ese presents may come, 
given to the credi tore of Greetin diana ’ > EP 
exhibit to the subscribers, | WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. ( by Galy Sune tome om "of F ngen aon 
r affirmation, their claims and| jy duly autoenticated record of the proceeds | 1 rh. Go, . acaneredaal lnme tee he Soleo Giuuatatio’  ihesaad 
sainst the estate of said deceased | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 1 shee: hy. th one iano .? ase t ye aT “th : tock 
months from this date, or they| hy the unanimous consent of all the etock-|  / es mas hold * d ~ ited hy ; ffi nth ie , 
© forever barred from prosecuting Of | hilders, deposited in my office that Co rf r y wed EVER RE HS RE aL ry 4 
"ing th» same against the subscribers WR ET “ING Cc m f : ERG 0. 
-ATIONAL NEWARK & ESSEX W RIGHT ae | BOWING. IN ; g ee 1 corporat if } F 
COMPANY OF NEW gtd 5 s r r fice s ated 
CONDIT i given to t reditors of said Corpora- na CAE 
s STASSE. Attornex t t wre r H Mil te = f New 
lace h | Cort being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
m aed may be served) 5 upon whom procese ay be served). has 
£ t. 24 Sept. 7 $ = : er complied with the requirements of Title 14. 





ATIONAL AT 
NKING COMPANY 
K. Be 


Attorney 





enson, 















n Ave. 
nN. 3. 
20, 17, 34. 31 
: Dated: 1. 1961 
" OF ANNA T. STEWART ieceased 
- nt to the order of DAVID H 
Z Surrogate of the Coun 
. y¥ made on the applic 
5: signed. Executors of said 





e is hereby given to the 


creditors of 
deceased. to _— to the subscribers, 


ath or affirmati« their claims and 

is against the eae of said deceased 

n six months from this date. or they 

ak ay rg barred from prosec uting or | 
wer the same against th b 

WARREN T. STEW. ART " igpeseasesd 

Ip NATIONAL’ NEWARK & ESSEX 

> IMPANY OF NEWAR 

“ARTER & ENGLISH. Attorneys ad 


Ve 











lommerce Street 
Newark m 2: 
—Ang. 10. 17, 24 31, Sept. 7 








t t 


| JOHN H 













of Title 


irements 



















of Revised Stat- 
eliminary to the 
of Dissolution } 
Secretary of | 
Hereby 
on the 
even le in 
my iain a dul 5 eecuted and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed br all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings af sham are now on file 
in my said office as pr ded br law. 7 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1] | 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
s E ith day of 
eal one nine 
SIxty-o 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. i 
Secretary of State | 
J.—Aug. 17. 24, 3 $21.60 | 
| 
Dated: August 10. 1961 
ST. OF HIRSCH SOLOMON, deceased. 
frsuant to the order of DAVID H. 
: IENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
day made on the application of the 
reigned, Executrix of eaid deceased, 
e is hereby given to the creditors of | 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. | § 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 


jemands against the estate of said deceased 
witpin six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or |: 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
GUSSIE K. SOLOMON 
GROSSMAN, Attorney 

oom fi cons Avenue 

ldwell, N 
L.J.—Aug. 


j 


275 Bl 






17. 24, 31.. Sept. 7. 











JOHN 





| Goodman & 
1608 


¥ Attorners 
1L.J.—Aug. 17. 





{OND W. HERITAGE 
} KEL 


KROEK 
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S FOR 
E 





) 
’ 
|} 
tember 14. 1961 
100n, I. “oo 
to the 
County 





TO. 
CALVIN 








2 anny 
at the Essex 

in e itr of Newark 
for a jr aes t authorizing m 
mame John Calvin Ar 





e] Sedericanellis 





Broad 
Newark 2 








| said 


} will 


Sept. 7 $16.38 L.J.—Ang. 3. 


General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 
Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Fourteenth day of August, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


¢ sorpora tions. 


STATE OF NEW_ JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, ee in my office that 
; M ARPET SERVICE, INC. 

i i t who: princ ipal 
Cott: *laece, 
nty Union, 
( TH: ure Leder 











office i 
In the 
State of 





of 
ld 
being the agent therein and in —_ thereof. 


Por wh of 
New 


upon whom process may be rved). has 
complied with the requirements “ol Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
day of Aug 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said _cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, wh said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are 7, on file 
in my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


Seventeenth Ist, 











have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Seventeenth day of ugust, 
(Seal) A.D)... one thousand = nin¢ hi indred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
pte of State. : 
L.J.—iAug. 31, Sept. 7, 14 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW s=aree 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF HISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 

“PARLIN REALTY CO.” 
a corporation of this S whose principal 
eis is situated at N 38th Street, 
in the City of Union C ity, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Samuel Harber 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom procese may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Tenth day of August, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 





in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couxsent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 








in my raid office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Tenth day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Aug. 17, 24, 31 $21.60 
| 
| SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (¢ HAN) 1-359 
SUPERIOR 4 , JERSEY, 


pi peal COUNTY, 














Ti KET 1 Dmytro 
k 4 ! Realty Cor- 
I ¢ ration of N. J., et al.. 
EXECUTION. For Sale of 
Premises 

of tl stated writ of 
E i I —— expose 
for sa . in om 506, 
| Ha r eting Rona): in 

N the 12th S 


day of 










30 p.m. (Previ 


1 


is 









Ch str rut 
west 18 
‘tly in range 
wall between 
eby conveyed and the 

west: 











Judg 











e sum 
Thirty- 
3.435.13), 
Sheriff 
$40.95 
SHERIFF'S SALE 
STPERIOR (CHAN) D-360 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, 
| CHANCERY DIVISION. ESSEX Ranh 
DOCKET NO 2-60 Between I 








Savings and 
Jersey corporat 4 
L. Brandon a : Brandor 

-fendants E XEC TUTION, For 


red Premises. 


omypa ry 
tie » 









poration, executed by all the 
thereof, which eaid cousent and the record | 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Fourteenth day of August, 


A.D., one thousand nine hundred 


Seal) 


stockholders | 


} Time) 





September 
all 








and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. | 

Aug. 17, 24, 31 $21.60 | 





Dated: July 26, 1961 
oF LAURA Il BOWERS, deceased. 
lan to th® order of DAVID H. 
WIENER. "Siervennte of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the 
ndersigned Executor of said deceased. 
tice is hereby given to the creditors of 
deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath affirm mn, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date. or they 
be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber 

THE ATIONAL NEWARK AND ESSEX 
BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK 


ESTATE 
Pursnz 













or 











Seymour 





westerly 











Stanley L. Gedney. Jr.. Attorney 
525 Main St. 
East Orange. N. J. 
10, 17, 24, 81 





mour Avenne , hundred = feet 
n wtherly and el with Servmour Avenne 
¢ nce easterly and at 
ir Avenne one hnndred 
lace of BEGINNING. 
wG mmoniy known and designated 
9s «©2125 Sermonr Avenue. Newark. New 
Jersey 
The apnroximate amonnt of the Jndg- 
ont satisfied by said sale is the 
Seven Hnndred and 
? and Sixty-one ents 
Prise er with the costs of 
Newark, N. Angust 7, 1961 
i Py AOLERCIO, Acting Sheriff 
Martin Gelher, A*ttorn ey 
L.J.—Ang. 17. 24, 31. Sept. 7 $34.02 
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_ Bankruptcies CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


PREY. Ernest H., 724 Beechwood | EMPLOYMEN ‘T WANTED ' In answering any box ads, EMPLUYMENT OPPORTUNITY 














The names of the Referees are abbreviateu Hl 
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Salem , 0 


ee tic 


¢ “hits” with n 


with exclu 


as follows: L-Lipkin; T-Taliyo: F-Fisuberg Rd., Linden, N. J VOL. ; MAD. gu. 190.51 ee ee ee 
MASTRA, Joseph Alfred. Apt. 1A P issets $9,050.00; refr.'L. LT. Fu: solt = | address answers w: | =aeenerreetinestempnenes yepseraconpees 
LA seph Alfred. Apt. 1: an cima aicinc, & ateniorad* BOL LAW GRADUATE > IMMEDI- | ; ; OCEAN COUNTY GENERAL PRACTIT) 
wro Manor, Isboro, N. J JENNINGS, Eugene ; * ately f -rkshi amination taken | New Jersey Law Journal | er requires young assistant. Exceile 
so refr. : ee near eke cries Pan J July. CLA 778 CLA | portunity for permanent assuciation i 
5-25 1 4 19] ri k q —— Jat. ed res e efere L P se 
“4 weak es iab 4 ase $2200.00 PNUD LBGAL SHORETARY DE- | 240 Mulberry St bore 3 resume, references and salar; 
$2,319.76 S22] t mosit Monday through | ; “y = 
is Sect se i \ k 560 Newark 1, N. J. |} LAW CLERK UK ATTORNEY WITH Liy 
v1 “ga "e 1 I : s ; - | sates ited certificate for office with general prac. 
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lL. MONTAGUE i“ Alex K2OOS LA S04 — — | State full detaus. together with salary r- 
es \ Nep N. J $7,152 ATTORNEY FOR | quested. CLA 705. 

; ; ake ’ ae ae H p tion with active B — 
HSCLOTTI, Frank Ir nd., 16 Maple $ | ATTORNEY ; EXCELLENT OPPORTUN!’ 
aan a, ’ , ’ ms A - , }« A sv | or advancemen t. Minimum 5 years ger 
Ru Qt ss g N.. J > 7 ar trial experience ighieg detailed resum. 

tak : . Chandle W }ATTO an a salary requirement. CLA 292 
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i . rn POLLAC J i \V I ; S z AIR ONDI TIlo 
‘ sk 1 } ; ehgeae MI 2-263 
' x1 600000 \ t 1 
\ 52 s 2 ‘ . 10 
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Ir oft Die ; I 1 he - ee J pan os . 
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